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PUBLISHER'S NOTE 

After forty years of Research in the field 
of Indian History, the Author PANDIT 
KOTA VENKATACHELAM has ransacked the 
indigenous literature dealing with our Indian 
History as also tho great bulk of the Eastern and 
Western books, the writings of the Western 
Indologists and their Indian followers and has 
refuted tho illogical arguments of the Western 
Historians, established the truth of the historical 
data detailed in our Puranas from the Mahabharata 
War 3138 B. C. 

Tho Author already published 24 books and 
this “AGE OF THE MAHABHARATa WAR” is 
the twenty fifth in his series. 

Pandit Kota Venkatachelam is our father 
and is now known, after assuming the ochre robes 
in the year 1957 as “Jagadguru, Sankaracharya’* 
Sri Adwayananda Sankarabharati Swamy, 
(Peethadhipati of Sri Abhinava Virupaksha 
Pootham). The Author comiAoncod tho writing 
of this book “Age of tho Mahabharata War*’ 
in tho year 1957 and completed if in the year 
1959, and after few days of the completion of 
this book he attained Siddhi on 12-11-1959 A. D., 
or Kali Saka 5060, Vikari, Karlika Suddha 
Trayodasi. 

Since a long time this book is in dark and 
now it is seeing light with the co-operation givon 
by our Near and Dear. 

KOTA SR! KR/SHNANANDAM 
Dr. KOTA NfTYANANDA SASTRY 

Publishers. 
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THE AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 
PREFACE 

it pFTS?r I 

f£^S3TWTtaUT II 

wr^ftcrr r-vi 

“The cultivated mind is one-pointecl and its 
determinations are firm. 

The uncultivated mind is a prey to fancy and 
its decisions are fickle and fleeting.” 

(Geeta-2-41) 

The conclusions arrived at by cultivated minds, 
matured by the study of the traditional lore,stand f irm 
and unambiguous.The opinions of uncultivated minds> 
ignorant of the traditional lore vary from time to 
time and lead to controversies. The truth of the senti¬ 
ment is illustrated in the writings of the modern his¬ 
torians of India, who, without any attempt to acqua¬ 
int themselves with the ancient literature of the land, 
and with implicit unqucstoning faith in the veracity 
or validity of the writings of the foreign historians 
who had deliberately concocted a fad se history of our 
country with a view to minimise the antiquity of our 
civilisation, deprive us of self-respect, and keep on 
for ever in bondage and under their domination, ende¬ 
avour unsucc3ssfully to reconstruct a cogent and com¬ 
prehensive history of the country and present a pa" 
thetic and deplorable spectable to all genuine lovers 
of the land. Unless and until our historians ignore 
completely efface from their minds for a time, the 
false historical writings of the foreigners which clo¬ 
sed their vision and blind them to the truth and sit 
at the feet of the indigenous scholars of the traditr 



onal lore of the land or study the Epics and the pura- 
nas and other historical writings in our ancient lite¬ 
rature, they will never be able to learn or determine 
the true history of our country. 

A true historical determination should stand 
the test of time and never be liable to change from 
time to time. It cannot be decided by majority opi¬ 
nions. It cannot be the result of conjectures and 
theories or ingenious arguments and counter argu¬ 
ments. It must be based on the evidence of eye- wit¬ 
nesses, or records based upon the reports of eye- wit¬ 
nesses. 

The sage Vyasa, revered in the country as a very 
incarnation of God has recorded in the Mahabharathr * 
our sacred national epic, that 36 years after the term¬ 
ination of the Great War in which the Kauravas 
were all defeated and destroyed and the Pandavas 
came out victorious. Sri Krishna, who played a prom¬ 
inent part in the War and in securing the vicotry for 
the Pandavas, stuffled off his mortal coil and from 
that year the Kaliyuga commenced. Vyasa was a 
contemporary and an eye- witness of the battle. The 
facts of the Great War and the parties to it and the 
result of it are admitted by one and all ancient native 
writers and modern foreign and native historians. But 
the date of the War so specifically mentioned by 
Vyasa is ignored and varied and fanciful determina¬ 
tions of the same are suggested by these historians. 
Where is the need for conjectures and theories in the 
matter and how can conjectures and theories lead us 
to the truth ? 

Sri Vyasa was present on the scene at the time of 
the war and during the period of the negotiations and 
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the attempts to avert the war that just preceded it and 
himself played a prominent part in the deliberations 
and negotiations and advised the wicked sons of 
Dhritarashtra, who were responsible for the war. 
They did not heed his advice but persisted in their 
attitude which brought about the war and perished in 
it. He was actually present at the time, the common 
progenitor of the Kauravas as well as Pandavas! 
witnessed the battle in person, and recorded the story 
of the war with the title “MAHABHABATA”- 

Therein the time of the war is thus specifically 
narrated. 

The Kauravas were all destroyed in the war. The 
Pandavas were victorious. The eldest of them Yudhi- 
shtira was crowned Emperor of Bharat on the 10th 
day after the completion of the battle. In the 36th 
year of Iri s reign, Sri Krishna, the incarnation of 
God, who has played a prominent partin the war and 
contributed considerabl y to the success of Yudhi. 
shtira ceased his mortal existence and returned to 
Vaikuntha. On receipt of this news the monarch pla¬ 
ced his grandson ‘Parikshit’ on the throne and pro¬ 
ceeded on a pilgrimage tour to a)] the chief shrines 
in the country accompanied by his consort Draupadi. 
and all his four brothers. The Kaliyuga is reckoned 
from the moment of Sri Krishna’s niryana. 

This is what we findintheMahabharata. This 
account is well-known to all the people of Bharat the 
laymen as well as the scholars, with the least acqu¬ 
aintance with our epics and puranas. It was prescri¬ 
bed in the calendars of the country that since the 
close of the Dwapara Yuga and the commencement 
of Kali, all the people of Bharat should, in the pres. 
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cribed narration of time and place in connection with 
their normal daily ritual, thenceforth substitute. 
Kali Yuge, Pradhama Fade (the first quarter of Kali) 
for Dwapara Yuge, Thuriyapade (the fourth quarter 
of Dwapara"). On the first day in the month of Ohai. 
tra in the year Pramadhi, which was a Friday at 
2-27’-30” the advent of Kali was celebrated in this 
country with the performance of the prescribed ritu. 
als, gifts and sacrifices. It was a sacred day, the 
first day of a Yuga, (ie. Yugaadi) for them sirce the 
Kali era commenced, upto the present in 1959, 5,060 
years have passed. And the Western historians 
themselves have recognised the commencement of 
the Kali Era as at 2-27’-30” hours on the 20th of Febru¬ 
ary in B. C. 3102 in their Christian Era. This has 
been accepted without any question by all the Europ¬ 
ean Historians of our country from Sir William Jones 
who laid the foundations in 1774 A. D for the prevai. 
ling modern history of Ancient India down to Vini- 
cent Smith who wrote in 1915. 36 years before it i.e.» 
in 3138 B. C should be accpted naturally as the time 
of the Mahabharata war. While the evidence is so 
unambiguously available in our Mahabharata which 
we hold as sacred as the Yedas, to ignore it and to 
suggest various dates based on various conjectures 
and theories feu* the date of the Mahabharata war is 
Preposterous. The ‘Sage Vyasa’ hss recorded in the 
Mahabharata itself that ho began the composition of 
the poem in the yeor 1 of Kali and completed it in 3 
years. When the W? r described by him is accepted 
as historical, why should the date of it mentioned in 
it he discarded? If they had recognised the date of 
the Mahabharata war as 36 years before Kali, as it is 
mentioned' in the poem and calculated the times of 
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the reigns of the kings of the several dynasties that 
ruled over the different kingdoms in the country 
according to the Matsya, the Vayn and the Brah- 
manda, the Vishnu and the Bhagavata puranas, the 
true history of ancient India could have been ascer¬ 
tained long ago and established. But the puranas 
and other historical writings of the country have been 
discarded as un-reliable and inscriptions, coins, ‘buil¬ 
dings, the accounts of foreign visitors have b'een 
accepted and declared as more reliable and really 
authentic sources for our history, even after a centra 
ry of laborious researches, we have not been able to 
f ix the date of the Mahabharata war, the corner 
stone of Ancient Indian history on the basis of 
any clear and cogent evidence. Without any such 
waste of time and energy and money, etc., with an 
elementary equipment for historical study could 
have discovered it in an hour from the Mahabharata 
and the Puranas. 

The foreign historians were interested in 
reducing the antiquity of the literature and civilisa¬ 
tion of Bharat and for that purpose to push up 
the time of the Mahabharata War as far as possible, 
towards modern times. Hence they did not tackle 
the problem so far; and now that the false his¬ 
tory of ancient Bharat, concocted by them has been 
established in the country and firmly rooted in the 
minds of the studonts who have been taught the 
same in schools and colleges; now the question o^ 
the date of the Mahabharata war is taken up and 
attempts are being made to fix it some-where 
between 1500 B. G. to 900 B. C. If it is a genuine 

2) 
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attempt to ascertain the truth, how is it there is 
no invitation to the scholars in the traditional lore 
of The country, to produce if they can, any reliable 
and verifiable evidence in their possession concer¬ 
ning the matter. It is a problem which com be 
solved, if even by reference to the indigenous lite¬ 
rature of the country in Sanskrit and never by the 
Western historians cr their Indian disciples, with 
their utter ignorance of all knowledge of Sanskrit.. 
How is it no notice is taken of publications in which 
it is openly declared that the history of Ancient 
India taught in our schools and colleges, is false 
and concocted. How is it the challenge is not acce¬ 
pted, the conclusions disputed or the arguments 
refuted ? How is it the authors of such publica¬ 
tions are not consulted in the present endeavour 
to ascertain the date of the Mahabharata war ? 

When the recorded histories of Magadha, 
Kashmir and Nepal and the epics and puranas 
of the land, all declare the time of the Maha¬ 
bharata War unequivocally and unanimously, where 
is the need for searching for other evidence for 
it. Why this pathetic clinging to the false deter¬ 
minations of the Western, European scholars ? 

The propaganda carried on by the Euro¬ 
pean historical scholars among the students in our 
colleges is clearly exposed by Maha-mahopadhyaya 
Dr. Haraprasada Sastry, M. A., Phd., who writes 
from experiencne. 

“In the eighties, my European friends advised 
me not to touch the Ram ay ana, the Mahabharata 
and the Puranas for the purpose of getting Indian 
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history from them. They worked hard with coins* 
inscriptions, notices of foreign travellers, archae- 
logy, sculpture, architecture, for extracting chro¬ 
nology and history from them. In fact they stu¬ 
died every thing but the puranas. But ho! Mr* 
Pargiter and Mr. Jayaswal now produce a chrono¬ 
logy from the puranas themselves which agrees in 
outline with the one prepared with s-o much toil 
of nearly 150 years by the orientrlists. (Vide, 
J. B. O. B, S. Yol XIV P. P. 325, 326). But our 
Indian historians have not paid any heed to the 
advice and regrets expressed so eloquently by him. 
They continue to cling to the ways and methods 
of the European historians. They have not ventured 
to discard them and to attempt to construct the 
history of their own country based on a study 
of the national literature in the epics and puranas. 
The minds of those destined to err cannot he brought 
back to the right path. We may have to wait 
further for auspicious times for the true history 
of Bharat. 

According to the evidence available in our 
epics and puranas, the date of the Mahabharata 
war is 36 years before Kali. Now, ie., by A. D. 
1959, we are in the 5060th year of Kali. So reckoning 
on the Christian era, the date of the Mahabharata 
war works out to 5096-1958 (elapsed year) = 3138 
B. C. This is the correct determination inwhich there 
can be no change. But some of the modern scholars 
are of opinion that it may be fixed at 1500 B. C. 
or some other date. ‘May be also’ means may not 
be and we argue, should not be. Such opinions are 
mere conjectures and can never amount to determina¬ 
tions. That alone is truth which does not vary 
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from time to time or from place to place, accor. 
ding to onr traditional intellectual standards. 

By the Sruti we hear : “Thrikala badhyam 

Satyam, Badhyam Midhya” (“f^T^RT^f 

firsy”). That which remains unchanged through the 
past, the present and the future, that alone is the 
truth. That which changes is only an illusion]', e., 
that which appears to he till it is enquired into 
and disappears on investigation of its nature. 
Modern history,!., e., the ancient history of India 
of our modern historians is all such an illusion, 
a false structure which cannot stand critical scru¬ 
tiny. Rao Bahadur P. Y. Kane, who presided over 
the Indian History congress at Waltair in 1953 
went wrong in interpreting the 3rd verse in the 13 th 
chapter of the Brihafc-samhita and arrived at the 
date 2448 B. C., for the time of the Mahabharata 
War. The author (of this book) had even then 
exposed the mistake in the interpretation of the 
verse in his publication “Indian Iras”. For a 
detailed criticism of the interpretation of the verse, 
reference may be made to the VI chapter in 
this volume. 

There can be no other true history of the 
Mahabharata war than the “Mahabharata” and the 
puranas by Yyasa who had witnessed the war and 
recorded the events as he witnessed them in his 
immortal writings. The evidence to tne contrary 
advanced by the Western scholars is all hearsay 
evidence. It cannot be acceptable to true historians* 
Messrs. V. B. Athorvel (Kirlaskar Wadi, Satara 
District), Dr. Kali Nath Nag, Taraknath Bhatta- 
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charya have fixed the date of the Mahabharata war 
at B. C. 3102 and Dr. Fleet at B. 0. 3146, M. Troyer, 
Dr. Kuppayya, T. S. Narayana Sastry, B. A. B. L., 

M. Krishnamachary, A. Somayajulu, ISTadimpalli 
Jagannadharao, Rallabhandi Subbarao, M.A., B. Ed., 
C. P. Yaidya and many others have proved with 
irrefutable arguments and proofs that it is B. C. 
3138. In the determinations at B. C. 3102 and 
3146, there is a little discrepancy from the truth 
but as the discrepancy is so slight, we extend our 
congratulations to the sponsors of the dates also for 
approaching the truth. 

Ever since tho Western historians, with the 
deliberate intention to reduce the antiquity of the 
civilisation and culture of Bharat, began their 
attempts to bring down the time of the Mahabharata 
war nearer to modern times, and along with it as a 
consequence the times of the literary works and 
the greater personalities of ancient Bharat and 
advanced the fantastic theories that the ‘Maha¬ 
bharata’ was a composition of the 8th century A. D., 
and the Rigveda of a thousand years earlier, and 
published them about the middle of the 19th 
century, keen resentment had been felt and spir¬ 
ited protests uttered by pathetic Indian scholars. 
This dispute thus started a century ago. 

The late Justice Triambakatelong, who is 
noted for his sobreity and open-mindedness in 
Indological research, writes:- 

“It appears to me, I confess, that it is these 
‘likings’ and ‘satisfactions’ and ‘forgone conclu¬ 
sions’ lying in the back of most of the logical 

3) 
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artillery which the European scholars have brou¬ 
ght to bear upon the chronology of our ancient litera ¬ 
ture, it is this that is temporarily doing damage 
to its antiquity. Not only hypothesis have been 
formed on the weakest possible collection of facts, 
but upon such hypothesis further superstructures 
of speculation are raised. And when this is done, 
the essential weakness of the base is effectually 
kept out of view.” 

But the Western scholars enjoyed the advan¬ 
tage of the prestige of the ruling race and the 
patronage of the government. They could 
therefore brush aside the protests of the Indian 
scholars and to incorporate their fanciful theories 
and fantastic arguments into the textbooks pres¬ 
cribed for schools and colleges in the country, 
upon which the Indian youth were brought up and 
to treat with indifference and even derision the 
historians (and their writings) who attempted to 
construct the true history of the country on the 
basis of the ancient literature and historical writings. 
Truth will be ascertained only after a dispassionate 
study of the two sides to any controversy. The 
desire to study the arguments of the other party, 
to meet the arguments and discuss the validity 
of the arguments on either side and to arrive at 
the truth is conspicuous by its absence among our 
modem historical scholars. They cling to their 
false histories and refuse to take the risk of expo¬ 
sing them to criticism and discussion. 

There are three historical sources for deter¬ 
mining the true and correct time of the Maha. 
bharata war indisputably. The first of them is 
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the history of Magadha. It is available in our 
Puranas. This is now usually considered the his¬ 
tory of Bharat. In this we find the lists of the 
kings and ruling dynasties of the kingdom of 
Magadha in unbroken sequence beginning with 
36 years before Kali i. e., B. C. 3138. The lists 
are found in the writings (the Puranas) of Sri 
Vyasa himself who was an eyewitness to the Maha- 
bharata war. 

The second is the history of Kashmir. 
This gives us the lists of kings that ruled over 
Kashmir beginnig with about 300 years before 
the Mahabharata war which it fixes at 36 years 
before kali or 3138 B.C. The accounts of the 
reigns of the different kings and dynasties in 
their histories by contemporary scholars have been 
sirung together in this history. Attempts to con¬ 
struct a continuous history on their basis had 
been made in the past by as many as twelve 
authors. Some of these compositions incorporate 
traditional information and hearsay reports here 
and there with the original accounts by contem¬ 
poraries. Therefore, there are variations and conflic¬ 
ting accounts in some parts among their twelve 
histories. So, Kalhana a scholar of comparatively 
recent times, collated them, compared them with 
one another and with inscriptions of the kings 
and other historical material available to him, 
eschewed the doubtful and conflicting portions 
and evolved a cogent, consistent and continuous his¬ 
tory of Kashmir. But the modern scholars have 
attributed to him wilful changes and exaggerations 
and additions to the lists of kings, their time and 
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the times of their reigns and edited them in their 
own way and out of all recognition with the 
original. 

The third source is the history of Nepal 
which begins 1000 years before the Mahabharata 
war and gives us lists of the kings and their reigns 
with dates on the Kali Era. All the three sou¬ 
rces have been tampered with freely, edited and 
misinterpreted by modern historians to suit their 
prejudices and to corroborate their theories of the 
reduced antiquity of the Mahabharata war. It 
is the books written by such Western scholars and 
their disciples that are studied in our schools and 
colleges. Hence the true history of Bharat has not 
been available to our youth. The basis of such 
a true and correct history of Bharat is the time 
of the Mahabharata war. It is essential to asce¬ 
rtain and place beyond doubt this corner stone of 
the chronology of ancient Indian history. Hence, 
an attempt is made in this volume under diffe¬ 
rent Topics, to fix the time of the Mahabharata 
war in 36 years before Kali or 3138 years before 
Christ, and to establish beyond any doubt the 
correctness and the determination on the basis 
of all the evidence available in our epics and 
puranas, indigenous historical records and writings, 
astronomical treatises and inscriptions etc. 

VIJAYAWADA AUTHOR. 
6-11-1959 



THE AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 
T O P I G - I 

INTERNAL EVIDENCE 

The events that led to the war 

A Great Prince by name Santana, belonging 
to the Lunar race of Kshatriyas was ruling at 
Hastinapnra during the period of transition from 
the Dwapara to the Kali Yuga about 300 years 
before Kali i. e., 3401 E. 0. He had two sons, 
Bhishma by his first wife ‘Ganga’ and Viehitra 
Virya, by his second wife ‘Satyavathi*. The 
devoted son Bhishma, renounced his right to the 
succession to the throne, desisted from marriage 
and remained a life long bachelor, to please his 
father- His step-brother Vichilra Vi ray a, who there¬ 
fore succeeded Santana to the throne, in his turn 
begot two sons. The elder of the two, Dhrita. 
rashtra was born blind, and therefore disqualified 
to succeed to the throne according to law. So 
the right, to the throne devolved on his younger 
brother Pandu. But out of his regard and consi¬ 
deration for his elder brother, Pandu placed him on 
the throne nominally and carried on the admini¬ 
stration on his behalf. A princess by name Gandhari 
(daughter of the king of Gandhara), choose to marry 
the blind King Dhrita rashtra. She was such a devoted 
and exemplary wife that she lived blind-folded to the 
end of her life to avoid for herself the privilege of 
sight, denied to her husband. She had a hundred sons 
by Dhritarashtra. They are the well-known one 
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2 THE AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 

hundred Kauravas of the Maha-Bliarata. The 
prince Pandu begot five sons, Yudhishtira and 
his illustrious brothers, the Pandavas. While the 
Pandavas were still in their boyhood, Pandu retired 
to the forest for austerities and passed away there, 
Bhishma sent for the Pandavas and arranged for 
the coronation of the five Pandavas along with the 
hundred Kauravas at Hasdnapura. The malicious 
Kauravas tried a number of ways to bring the 
Pandavas to harm but failed in all their attempts. 
At last on the advice of ‘Veda Vyasa’ divided 
his kingdom into two parts, handed over one half, 
that of his deceased brother to the Pandavas, and 
kept the other half for himself, lobe administered 
by his eldest son, Dnryodhana whom he nominated 
the crown prince. Yudhishtira, the eldest of the 
Pandava princes'ruled over the half of the kingdom 
that fell to his share with Indra-Prastha (or 
Sakra-Prastha) as his capital. 

His reign at Indra-Prastha commenced in !,ho 
75 tli year before Kali (L e., B. C. 3177). In that year 
the Saptarshi Mandalathe constellation of the Great 
Bear crossed over into the region of the si.nr Magha. 
It remains in the Magha for a hundred years 
from 3177 B. C. before crossing over into the region 
of the next star on the Zodiac. Up till now 
Hasmiapura was the capital of a kingdom only. 
The land of the Kurus was just one of the many 
separate kingdoms of Bharat. But the Pandavas 
conquered with the might of their arms a number 
of other kingdoms, added considerably to their 
inherited territory and ruled over a vast empire 
extending over the entire Bharat and even beyond 
the river Sindhu on the west and the Himalayas on 
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T.lto north, including the frontier Kingdoms of Yona, 
Kara, Huna, Rom aka, Bahlika (Bactria), Darada, 
Turushkasihan (TurkisLan), Sakasthan (East,Persia) 
and other territories occupied by the Mlechcha 
(ox-communicated Hindu Kshatriyas) princes and 
included in the frontiers of ancient Bharat. The 
eldest Pandava prince, Yudhislira thus became 
the Emperor of the entire Bharat, performing the 
Rajasoya Sacrifice, the traditional test of 
suzerainty. 

Duryodhana, tlieir cousin of Hastinapura was 
filled with envy at the glory earned by the Pandavas, 
invited Yudhishtira to a game of dice, and with 
the help of his uncle Sakuni, who was an adept 
at the game, defeated him in the game. Accor¬ 
ding to the rules of the game, and the specified 
stakes for which the 'game was played, were 
obliged to spend a period of 12 years, along with 
their wife, the illustrious Droupadi, in the forest 
and another year after that, somewhere in disguise 
without being detected, and if they happened to 
be detected before the year was completed, again 
a period of 12 years in the forest and so on, their 
empire to be returned to them when the term of 
exile was successfully completed. Thus for a time 
Duryodhana became the emporor by virtue of his 
success in the game of dice, to which he managed 
to entice YudinshLira, and by no act of valour or 
conquest on his part. But when the Pandavas 
fulfilled the conditions laid down, completed the 
term of 12 years of exile in the forest, and 1 year 
of exile in cognito, and claimed their empire, 
he refused to return it to them. This was the 
reason for the Great war. 
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On account of the consideration that Bhishma 
had been a honoured prince at the Kaurava court 
from the beginning, ever since the times of 
Santana and Pandu, he participated in the war 
on the side of the Kauravas. He was aged 236 
years at the time of the war and he was elder to 
VedaVyasaby about 20 years. Yudhishtira was 
91, Bliima 90, Arjrrna 89, and the twins Naiad a 
and Sahadeva 88. Sri Krishna was of the same ago 
as Bhima, i.e., 90 years. The Kauravas and all 
their supporters were destroyed in the Great war. 
All the five Pandavas won the victory and survived. 
36 years after the Bharata war, the entire Yadava 
race, to which Sri Krishna belonged, fell a prey 
to internecine quarrels and perished fighting with 
one another at the Prabhasa Tirtha. Sri Krishna 
survived the Mahabharata war for 36 years, i.e., 
lived up to the age of 90 + 36 = 126 years and 
in his 126th year shuffled off his carnal body. 
It is so recorded in the ‘Mahabharata" by ‘Sri 
Veda Vvasa’. 

The battle at Kurukshetra was confined to 
18 days only. On the 19th day all the ladies of 
the royal family of the Kauravas proceeded to 
the battle field along with Kunti, the mother of the 
Pandavas, and Gandhari, the mother of Kauravas, 
for a last sight of the corpses of their husbands, 
sons and other relations. Gandhari was over- 
whelmed with grief for the loss of all her sons and 
in a fit of uncontrollable anger into which her 
grief threw her, cursed Sri Krishna in the following 
terms in the 25tli chapter dealing with Gandhari’s 
curse in Stri Parva of the “Mahabharata” in the 
verses 43, 44, 45 and 46. 
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ii *r?»TTcqrc*<T^?rcrt sricR: fWssrT: I 

»ftf%sr 5TC*TT?T ?TTcft5T srfspsifa tl (26*43) 

|cRTTfcl|cITm^ 11 (25_44) 

" fH^TST tfW'sqfsr I 

cP?r%r Icf^cTf fn^cT ?rT%^i«r^T: H (25.45) 

” f^wrqfcafWfir m*r ^Rcrft^r: H (25-46) 

Gist of the curse : 

‘Oh. ! Madhusudana, you have looked on 
unperturbed while Pandavas and Kauravas who 
were cousins, fought among themselves and perished. 
Bo you will also be a destroyer of (your) cousins. 
In the 36 th year to come after witnessing, help’ 
lessly the destruction of all your sons, nobles and 
cousins, you will be obliged to wander in the forest 
and be yourself destroyed in an ignoble manner. 
The Yadava ladies shall grieve as the Bharata 
ladies are now grieving’. 

Such were the words of the curse pronounced 
by the lady in her grief and indignation at the 
sight of the corpses of all her near and dear on the 
battlefield. 36 years after the day (the 19 th day 
after the commencement of the Mahabharata war) 
according to the curse, the Niryana, demise, of 
Sri Krishna was predicted to occur. Accordingly 
it happened. In the 36 th year after the Maha¬ 
bharata war the Yadava race perished and Sri 
Krishna passed away and from the moment of the 

2) 
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Niryana of Sri Krishna the advent of Kali Yuga 
is recognised and xhe years on the Kali era are 
reckoned and now in April 1959 of the Christian 
era, (the first day of the first half of Chaitra 
in the year Vikaril we have completed 5060 years 
on the Kali Era and entered on the 5061st year. 
36 years before the commencement of Kali, standing 
in grief on the battle field, in the midst of the 
corpses of her children the noble lady Gandhari 
prononneed the cnrse on Sri Krishna. So it is 
now 5060 + 36 = 5096 years since the Great War 
took place. The War occurred in (5096—1958 
A. D = 3138 B. C.) It is now recognised on all. 
hands, all over the world that the Kali Era comm¬ 
enced at 2-27’-30” hour’s on the 20 th day of February 
in 3102 B. C. The Kali Era commenced with the 
Niryana of Sri Krishna. So it is clear the Great 
War which occured 36 years before the demise 
of Sri Krishna, i. e., 36 years before Kali should 
be dated 3138 B. C. This is the correct determina¬ 
tion on the internal evidence available in the 
Mahabharata itself, directly in the story of the 
War. 

Further other confirmatory ovidence avail¬ 
able in the Mahabharata in several other parts 
for instance in the 1st chapter of the Mausala 
parva, verses 1, 7, 8, 9 and 13 say 

ii srcforsr i 
555? faqRtanfa fafarnfa gfaftsT: ii (jfapsy i-i) 

*' sF?5f^g:«r gfaftsT: i 
(i.-7) 
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f^f^s*TTJTfcfcr 11 (1“8) 

” 'remswrenn s^rewrwrefwrf i 
^istjfff^ff^r?^ 5jc^r szrf^grrTfssrrvr^T 11 (,~#) 

•ft • 

^T?T,TT5f»f ^Wt'BT :— Vyasampayana says :— 

3<$t ii «raf%r$r«RRfMr *5«ftsrro*nftagR \ 
*» C ^ N 

arwftef £ra«j: 11 (1-t3) 

Gist of the verses : 

‘As the 36th year after the war and the 
curse of Gandhari approached, Yudhishtira obser¬ 
ved many evil omens. At the same time he came 
to know of the annihilation of the entire Yadava 
race due to internecine quarrel, and mutual slaughter 
on account of the strange “Musalam” which resul¬ 
ted from the curse of the sages whom they happ¬ 
ened to insult. On hearing the news of the death 
of Balarama and likewise of Sri Krishna, Yudhi¬ 
shtira summoned all his brothers and conveyed 
the sad news to them and they all tried to con¬ 
sole one another for the calamity. Thus the nar¬ 
rator Vysampayana narrated the story to King 
Janamejaya that “in the 36th year after the Maha- 
bharata War the warriors of the Yadava, Vri- 
shni, Bhoja and Andhaka races all perished in 
the mutual slaughter occasioned by the fatal 
‘Musalam’ 

Again in the 2nd chapter of Mousala Parva 
we find in the verses 18 to 24 :— 
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ti tT^qr^r?T *Rsrrccr i 

srnrsfifiK u (2-i8) 

*’ q^srsft tt|^tt jrj i 

stt^# 5TTccrm^r?RTmR': u (2-19^ 

” fqf5T#?PFT^ FT qfTf%c*F I 

^ sttrt sprcfw qsf# n (2_20) 

” qrqm fcrsrfqqn \ 

q^sqrsrgRTcd crfe? R^PHTcf II (2-21-) 

” cRfSTFcr R^qterafhfeR: I 
5TT5^tcq;ft%q ^qtcTRrrR; 1?T^1TTT II (2_22) 

” fc^srr fq#f: I 

arermnrrar erereM*™ *jTt?»t: h (2_23) 

” 3nqtqq??r «pqf ?cfq ^rqSTRPTTcT t 

q;TR % 3^qqwT: u (2-24) 

Gist of the verses : 

Sri Krishna noted the ominous oircninstances 
of the solar eclipse on 13th day of the second 
fortnight of the month, the 14th day having lapsed 
and the 13th and 15th occurring together on the 
same day, just as it happened on the occasion of 
the Mahabharata war, and reflected “the same 
omens were observed at the time of the Maha¬ 
bharata war, in which the entire race of Bharata 
perished, perhaps the Yadava race will perish 
now”. And he recollected the curse of Gandhari and 
further reflected. “It is now 36 years since the 

Mahabharata war. Perhaps the prediction in her 

curse is coming true. The omens observed at the 
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time of the war according to the report of Yudhishtira 
are all to be observed now. Let the Yadavas 
perish at a sacred place”. He resolved, and 
arranged for the movement of all the males of 
the Yadava and allied tribes to the Prabhasa 
Tirfcha for the ‘Suryoparaga Bnana (bath)’. 

Again in the Maha Prasthanika Parva we 
find in the description of the action taken by 
the Pandavas on receipt of the news of the 
distraction of the Yadavas etc., Vysampayana 
says in verses 2, 6 to 9 of chapter I. 

II 

WRrrfererenr srrezrefR RsRte u (1-2) 

f> 
snrir^ srjfortzmr i 

Twfed gfhfesv: n I1-8) 
n arftrfiro 'rf>f$R*T i 

vpzt q-R^Ttrsr: 11 (I-7) 
n f^asfr srfwfh \ 

srtrtTnrr ^cr^Er: u (1_8) 

TfifST^Tr^^ ETT?^: { 

^^tTT3rr JR.'fRT II (1-9) 

Gist of the verses: 

‘On receipt of the news of the destruction of the 
Yadava, Vrishni and Andhaka etc., tribes, Yudhi¬ 
shtira resolved to renounce the world and go on 
pilgrimage and addressing Arjuna, said “I have 
resolved to renounce the world and go on pilgri- 

3) 
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mage. So send for Yuyuthsu the son of Dhritarashtra 
by his Yysya wife and entrust the administration 
of the empire to him and instal Parikshit as the 
king of the Kurus. Then he turned to the grief 
stricken wife of Arjuna, ‘Subhadra’ and said ‘the 
son of your son ‘Parikshit’ will be the king of th© 
Kurus, your nepew ‘Vajra,’ the son of Aniruddha 
the son of Sri Krishna i. e., Sri Krishna’s grandson* 
will be the king of the surviving Yadavas. Parikshit 
will rule at Hastinapura. The Yadavas will stay at 
Tndra-Prastha. Vajra will be their king. You will 
have to look after him. You should not think of 
accoampanying us.” Just at the moment Sahadeva 
approached smiling and said in the verses 19 to 27 
of the 1st chapter of the Mahaprasthanika Parva 
“Mischievous practices and quarrels are arising 
among men due to their avarice, in sales and purcha¬ 
ses, and encroachments on the neighbourer’s lands. 
Injustice has set in. ‘Kali seems to be of work’. 

Yudhishtira heard the words and felt disgus. 
ted with life and said “we have lived long enough. 
We should not stay here any longer,” and removed 
all the costly jewels and clothes on his body, and 
changed into homespun and the brothers and 
Droupadi followed his example. They were all 
ready to start on the great pilgrimage, the final 
journey, with the sacred fire in their hands. They 
presented exactly same picture as when they had 
formerly started for the exile of 12 years in the 
forest. The women of the palace were all filled 
with grief at the sight. But the brothers and 
Droupadi were rejoicing, for their part. The five 
Pandavas, Droupadi, their consort, and a dog 
accompanying them, all started from Hastinapura. 
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The same account of the destruction of the 
Yadavas and the advent of Kali, with 36th year 

after the Mahahharata War in the Mahabharatam 

in the Telugu rendering by the three great Andhra 
poets and in the Devi Bhagavatha, 2nd Skandha, 
page 60 of the rendering in Telugu by Vidwan 
Saripella Viswanadha Sastry, M. A. 

In the face of such clear, unambiguous and 
unanimous evidence everywhere in the ancient 
literature of Bharata which proves that the Maha- 
bharata War occurred in the 36th year before Kali 
(3102 B. C)i.e. 3138 B. C,. and that Sri Krishna 
passed away in 3102B.C and Yndhishtira and his 
brothers in 3077 B.C, to ignore them all, and to 

conjecture that the war might have occurred 1600 
years after Kali, is sacrilegious. 



THE AGE DF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 
TOPIC - II 

INTERPOLATIONS IN KALHANA’S 

R A JATARANGINI 

Once it is accepted that the Kali era commenced* 
with the moment of the demise of Sri Krishna 
in B- C. 3102, it is obviously unwise and imperti¬ 
nent to attempt to locate the date of the Maha- 
bharata War somewhere some centuries after the 
begining of the Kali era. It has necessarily to be 
attributed to a mischievous intention to deceive the 
Hindus and put them on the wrong track. To 
participate in the war at the time thus fixed for 
it by the modern scholars according to their 
misleading history, it should be necessary for Sri 
Krishna to come down once again from his per¬ 
manent abode in heaven. Is it not surprising that 
the Indian historical scholars of modern times 
also should join in the endeavour to search for 
a date for the Mahabharata War some time later 
in the Kali era, after it is accepted by one and 
all that the commencement of the Kali era and 
the event chiefly responsible for it and synchro¬ 
nising with it, the demise of Sri Krishna who played 
a prominent part in the war, was in 3102 B. C? How 
is it, it dose not strike them as an unwise and 
useless endeavour. This thoughtless imitation of 
the westren historians is only a proof of their 
blind allegiance ingrained in them to their western 
masters, and utter lacking respect for the native 
historical literature of the country. 
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But one apparently formidable objection may 
be raised to the point of view adumbrated in these 
pages by a reference to verse 51 of chapter I of 
Kalhana’s Bajatharangini, the source of Kashmir 
history where it is recorded that the Pandavas and 
Kauravas were alive in Kali 653. Here is the answer 
to the objection for which the earnest attention 
and dispassionate consideration of the reader is 
invited. The verse in question could not have been 
Kalhana’s. It must have been due to interpolation 
or tampering with the text. It is further our 
contention that not only this verse 1—51 but the 
verses I—49, 50, 54 are all clue to such inter¬ 
polation. They are directly contrary to the trend 
of Kalhana’s views. Dr. Buhler procured a marir. 
script copy of Kalhana’s Bajatharangini in Kashmir 
and took it over to England for getting it printed. 
The interpolations wero most probably effected at 
the time, while the manuscript was being printed 
in England. Kalhana says in the verses I—55, 
56 of his Bajatharangini that the constellation of 
the Great Bear moves in the region of each star for 
a hundred years, accepting the authority of the 
views of Vriddha Garga and Yeraha Mihira for 
their calculations of the movement of the Great 
Bear, and declares that during the reign of Yudhi- 
shtira the constellation was in Magha. Yudhi- 
shtira’s reign extended from 75 Years before 
Kali i. e. 3177 B. G, to 3077 B. C. This will be 
established with proofs and detailed explanations 
in the pages to come in chapter VI of this 
volume in connection with the discussion of 

4) 
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‘Aasan Magliaasu Munayaha’ “sn?FT TTmFg 5R*T:” 1-56 

of Rajatharangini and XIII-3 of Brihat Samliita 
to which reference may be made. How could the 
same Kalhana in the same treatise declare Yudhi- 
shtira to be reigning in 3177 B. C. in one verse 
56, and in Kali 653 or 2448 B. C. in another verse 51, 
two contradictory statements in the same breath? 
If we concede him capable of such self-contradiction 
and inconsistency, his treatise should not be accepted 
as a reliable source of history. He has employed 
as the basis for his work the era known variously 
as the Laukikabda, Yudhishtira Kola, the Sapt°rshi 
mana, the Ka'shmirabda, which began in Kali 26, 
or B. C. 3076. If the Kauravas and the Pandavas 
had been alive in Kali 653 or B. G. 2448, how 
could be base his history on the secular era. 
commencing in B. C. 3076 with the ascent to heaven 
of Yudhishtira? 

According l.o the account in Kalhana’s 
Rajatharangini Gonanda-I, king of Kashmir 
joined with Jauvasandha in his invasion of Madhurr, 
long before the Mahabharata war, and was killed 
in the battle by Balarama. His son Damodara-I 
attempted to disturb the Swayamvara fund ion 
of a princess of Gandhera and was destroyed in 
that connection, by Sri Krishna himself. His 
son Gonandr.~II became the king of Kashmir 
in 3140 B. C. while he was yet a boy in 3138, 
B. C., in the Mahabharata war. All the tribu¬ 
tary princes in the country ranged themselves 
on one or other of th,e two sides in the war. 
But, says Kalhana as Gonanda-II of Kashmir 
was a minor in his teens, his participation in 
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the war was not solicited by either of the two 
parties to it, the Kauravas and the Pandavas. 
In proof of his statement we may also note that 
nowhere in the account of the Mahabharata war 
in the ‘Mahabharata’ is there any mention of an 
army of Kashmir. The Pandavc s accompanied by 
their consort Dram pa di commenced their ascent 
to heaven (Swarg~rob ana) in Kali 25 or B. C. 3077. 
At that time, in memory of the great emperor 
Yudhishtira, in Kali 26 or B. C. 3076, on the first 
day in the fist ha] f of Cl mi tram, when the constell¬ 
ation of the Great Bear crossed over from the region 
of the Magha to that of the next star on the Zodiac* 
a new era was founded called the Saptm-shimana 
(era), the Yudhishtira Kale, Laukikabda or the 
Kashmirabda. So tho theory that Yudhishtira 
and his brothers who passed away in B. C. 3076 
lived later than in Kali 1600 (or 15 th century B. C.) 
and nmde war on the Kauraves is a fantastic 
theory. According to our Puranas and Mahabharata 
Sahadeva, son of Jrrrsandfca, King' of Magadha, 
was killed in the Mahabl arata war in B. C. 3138 and 
then his son Somadhi was crowned king of Magadha 
at Girivraja the capital of the state. Somadhi was the 
king of Magadha and contemporary of Yudhishtira at 
Hastinaapura till the end of Dwapara. He survived 
Yudhishtira and Dwapara and continued to reign in 
Magadha for 22 years in Kali as the conte mporary of 
Parikshit at Histinapura. He ruled on the whole for 
58 years. Sri Pargitir has adopted the same account 
in his ‘Dynasties of the Kali Age’. Hence, it is 
quite clear the Mahabharata war occurred in 3138 
B. G. towards the close of Dwapara, 36 years 
before the beginning of Kali. When it is accepted 
that the Kali Yuga began on the demise of Sri 
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Krishna in 3102 B. C. and even the western his. 
torical scholars do not dispute this, it is ipso facto, 
accepted that the Mahabharata war in which Sri 
Krishna played the most prominent part occurred 
36 years before his demise i. e., in 3138 B. C, 
They stand committed to the determination and 
they are aware of it. But, inspired by the unholy 
intention to reduce the antiquity of the ancient 
history of Bharat, they do not admit it. And to 
induce and encourage our Indian historical scholars 
to search for the date of the Mahabharata war 
in the later centuries of Kali, they have interpolated 
1-51 of the Rajatharangini into the manuscript 
copy at the time it was being printed in London 
and on the strength of it, initiated the mischievous 
theory. The Indian historians, their disciples, have 
not been able to see through this mischief crd 
are deceived. Hence, the date of the Mahabharata 
war has become a tough problem for them. If 
only a ray of the truth should penetrate their 
innocent mind, it will be quite clear to them 
that the Great war took place in 36 years before 
Kali or 3138 B. C. 



THE AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 
TOPIC - III 

THE YUDHISHTIRA SAKA 

For a valid reconstruction of the history of 
ancient Bharat or for the correct determination of 
the times of the several great personalities of 
ancient Bharat, it is quite necessary to fix the 
date of the commencement of the era known as 
the Yudhishtira saka. After the Mahabharata 
battle (which was waged for 18 days) came to 
a close, on the 28th day after the commencement 
of the battle. Yudhishtira was crowned as sole 
Emperor of Bharat. From that time onwards the 
times of events have been recorded on the “Yudhi. 
shtira Rajya Kala”, the new era named after the 
great Emperor and commencing with the date of 
his Coronation as the undisputed sole Emperor of 
Bharat, after the close of the Great War. In later 
times the same era has been sometimes called 
‘Yudhishtira saka”. So the Yudhishtira Saka or 
periods of time measured on the Yudhishtira saka 
(Era) are almost the same (except for the difference 
of 28 days) as the periods are reckoned from the 
time of the Mahabharata War. So to fix the Yudhi¬ 
shtira Saka the time of the Mahabharata war has to 
be ascertained and established firmly, in the 
first place. 

Among the inscriptions of ancient times so 
far discovered in India, and published, about 99% 
belong to the Centuries of the Christian Era (after 
Christ), and very few perhaps only one are two 

5) 
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have been discovered relating to kings after the 
Mahabharata war, up to the Christian era. There is 
scope for apprehensions, in the circumstances that 
inscriptions relating to very ancient times round 
about the time of the Mahabharata war might 
have been discovered actually, but suppressed or 
destroyed out of a deliberate intention on the part 
af those concerned, to prevent the discovery of the 
true antiquity of the history of Bharat; and strong 
rumours to that effect do prevail in the nationa¬ 
list circles in the country- It is, on the face of 
it, absurd and impossible to believe that none 
of the ancient king's of Bharat down to the time 
of the Mahabharata war i. e., 3138 B. C. had thought 
of leaving even a single inscription behind recor¬ 
ding their achievements or gifts, while the numerous 
inscriptions discovered of the later times, after the 
Christian era themselves reveal a common iradition 
and custom of recording gifts and achievements even 
of the merchants and the common people in inscrip¬ 
tions in all parts of the country. There can be no doubt 
that they had to their credit many such inscriptions 
and many such had been discovered in the archa¬ 
eological excavations carried out in the country 
in modern times. But they must have been, all 
of them, deliberately destroyed. Actually there is 
proof of such a destruction of one inscription in 
the case of the Kumbhalagarh inscription (V. S 
1517) found recently in five broken pieces in several 
places, which, put together are found to form one 
inscription. It must have been discovered entire, 
some time earlier, broken ar.d the pieces deli¬ 
berately scattered in several places to prevent 
rediscovery. 
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vide Article, "the fragmentary second slab 
of the Kumbhalagarh inscription V. S. 1517 by Dr. 
G. 1ST. Sarnia, in the volume entitled proceedings of 
the fourteenth session, Jaipur; Indian History 
Congress, 1951". 

Dr. G. N. Sarma thus comments on the 
inscription: 

"The inscription under review, belonging to 
the Mamadeva’s temple of Kumbhalagarh, (this 
temple was built by Rana Kumbha in V. S. 1517 
or Saka 1382, AD. 1460) is in a form of a very 
small piece preserved in the Victoria Hall Mus¬ 
eum, Udaipur. It’s present form does not help us 
to deduce with accuracy as to why was the slab 
broken and who broke it ? However I have been 
able to discover the entire text of this missed 
slab through the help of manuscript entitled 
"PRASASTHI SANGRAHA" of Saraswati Bhavan- 
Library, Udaipur (For Prasasti Sangraha, see 
proceedings of the Indian Historical Records, 
Commission, Udaipur Session 1944, G. N. Sarma, a 
note on ‘Prasasti Sangrha’ pp. 73, 74). It consists 
of the transcripts of those inscriptions of Rana 
Kumbha (V. S. 1490-1525/1433-1468 A. D.) which 
originally belonged to the temple of Mamadeva at 
Kumbhalagarah and the Kirthistambha (the tower 
of fame) at Cliitor”. 

The transcription of the second slab of Kum_ 
bhalagarh.informs us that Bappa, a Brahmin 
of Anandapur (now called Amoda), well versed, in 
learning, left his home with his trusty followers and 
came to ‘Kagda’ in the wild tract of Newar. He served 
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‘Harit’ who being pleased with him conferred upon 
him the dignity of a ruler. Here the qualifying phrase 
“Vipra Kshipratara Pr a bod ha Madhuranamdaika- 
nishtah” “ ” introduces 

Bappa in a manner which affords no ground for 
doubting in Bappa’s origin as a Brahmin. This 
phrase explains the reason why all the writers 
have used ‘Vipra’ specifically for Bappa to show 
his origin i. e.s from Brahmin dynasty. But in 
some of the epigraphs Bappa or his successors 
have been referred to as Kshatriyas, it is that Kshat- 
riyaship which he had acquired through Harita’s 
favour. This is why for Bharatribhatta the succe 
ssor of Bappa, the Chatsu inscription (Epigraphic 
Indica Vol. XII, P. 131 of the tenth century A. D. 
used the word ‘Brahma Kshatri’-- a Brahmin admi¬ 
tted to the orders of Kshatriya. In epic times the 
function of a Brahmin was of both learning and war 

‘Chaapena Sr. ayenajraa’4‘^i^r Hence the word 

(Dvija) according to Sanskrit etymology, may mean 
Kshatriya, or ‘Vipra’ may mean one who sows virtue, 
though it usually means a Brahmin and is generally 
used as such. History of later early age and early 
mediaeval times is full of examples of many ruling 
Kshatriya dynasties winch trace their origin from 
Brahmins. Thus Bappa’s Brahmanic origin is in 
accord with the traditions of our country”. 

“The Fact that Bappa’s Brahmanic origin 
was so commonly believed that even Kumbha in 
his commentary of ‘Gita Govinda’ has not hesita- 
ke4 to call Bappa Brahmin. Right from 7th Cen. 
tury A. 1). to our own days” Bappa Brahmanic origin 
Has been a popular fact. Somali inscription of 
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646 A. D., Aitpur inscription of 977 A. D., Chatsu 
inscription of tenth Century A. D., Rasiyaki chhatri 
inscription of V. S. 1331, Rayamal Inscription of 
V. S. 1545 and many others have repeatedly declared 
Guhilots as of Brahmin origin- The same fact has 
also been mentioned by mediaeval writers like Nensi 
and Ranchoda Bhatta.-.Such attempts of suppress¬ 
ing the true facts suggest that the destruction 
of the second slab was also a deliberate action 
of some body who did not like to see such records 
exist." 

Comment 

The Rajput princes known as Ranas were 
all Brahmins by ancestry. Their founder Ba- 
pparana from whom all the Ranas derive their 
descent was a Brahmin and his ancestry is all 
recorded in this inscription. The European his- 
torions of ancient Bharat built up fantastic and 
baseless theory that the Ranas were all born of 
the foreign races of invaders, the Sakas, Pallavas, 
Hunas, to the low caste native women and that 
these warriors of low and mixed origin were 
accorded the status of Kshatriyas and flattered as 
Brahma-Kshatriyas by the Brahmins. These theo¬ 
ries were incorporated in the histories compiled 
by them and distilled into the minds of our youths 
for whom they were prescribed as text-books in 
schools and colleges. The inscription under refe¬ 
rence contained evidence to the contrary, directly 
disproving their theories and upholding the tradi¬ 
tional view of the Ranas and Brahma-Kshatriyas 
or Brahmins who had adopted the Kahatriya mode 
of life. So this inscription must have been deli- 

61 
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berately shattered to pieces and thrown away as 
soon as it was discovered at first ard it was the 
separate pieces that were later on discovered by 
chance due to the misfortune of the perpetrators 
of this act of vandalism, and put together and 
brought to light. 

It is very likely that a similar fate had 
befallen other inscriptions relating to the very 
ancient times round about the Mahabharata War 
of 3138 B. 0., and after 3138 B. 0., to the beginning 
of the Christian Era. 

Within a month of the close of the Maha¬ 
bharata War and the coronation of Yudhishtira as 
Emperor of Bharat, Parikshit was born. In the 
36 th year afterwards Sri Krishna passed away 
and from the moment of demise 2 hrs- 27 ’-30” on 
the 20th of February in B. C. 3102 the Kali.yoga 
commenced and events are reckoned on the Kali 
Era. Now 5060 years of the Kaliyuga are over 
and we are in the 5061st year. It is so recorded 
in our Annual Panchangas, native Calenders in 
use in the different parts all over the country. 
So 5060 + 36 or 5096 years is the period that has 
elapsed since the year in which the Mahabharata 
War took place, Parikshit. was born, and the Yudin- 
shtira Era was founded. So the date of the 
commencement of the Yudhishtira Era or of the 
Mahabharata War works out indisputably to 
5096 - 1958 = 3138 B. C. 



AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 
TOPIC - IV 

CONJUNCTION OF SEVEN PLANETS 

AND 

PANCHANGAS (ANNUAL CALENDARS) 

Yudhishtira became the Emperor of Bkarat 
after his victory in the Mahabharata War. In 
the 36 th year of his rule as Emperor, his cousin 
Sri Krishna who had been his strong support played 
a prominent part in the conduct of the war, passed 
away in Dwaraka. The Puranas and the Maha* 
bharata are all unanimous in declaring that the 
commencement of the Kali Yuga is reckoned from 
the moment of the demise of Sri Krishna 
(ie., 3102 B.C.) 

The Vishnu purana in si oka 12-2-33 says 

II ^sufirfecrfaTcT l 

srfcrqsr qdim ercTOfwfroWr u 

Kali Era is not a matter of guess work but 
is based on the solid foundations of Astronomical 
Science. 

According to our Astronomical science, the 
seven planets 1. Saturn, 2. Jupitar, 3. Mars, 4. Sun, 
5. Venus, 6. Mercury and 7. Moon should in con¬ 
junction (together) in the Mesha at the commen¬ 
cement of the Kali Era i. e., 5060 years back 
such a phenomenon occurred in 3102 B. C., at 2 
hours 27 minutes and 30 seconds on 20 th Eebruary. 
The Kali Era reckoned from that moment. (This 
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type of conduction of the planets will recur again 
at the next such moment in the next Mahayuga 
in after 43, 20, 000 years). 

The well known French Astronomer “Bailly’’ 
and others admitted that the conjunction of the 
planets- described by our Hindu Astronomers 
occurred exactly correct to the minute and second 
at the time noted by them. 

Prof. Count BjornsIjerna says 

“According to the Astronomical calculations 
of the Hindus, the present period of the world, 
Kaliyuga commenced 3102 years before the bir h 
of Christ, on the 20 th February, at 2 hours 27 
minutes and 30 seconds, the time being thus cal¬ 
culated to minutes and seconds. They say that 
a conjunction of the planets then took place, ar.d 
their tables show this conjunction. Bailly states 
that Jupiter and Mercury were there in the same 
degree of the ecliptic, Mars at a distance of only 
eight, and saturn of seven degrees; whenco i i; 
follows, that at the point of time given by the 
Brahmins as the commencement of Kaliyuga, the 
four planets above mentioned must have been succe¬ 
ssively concealed by the rays of the sun (First 
Saturn, then Mars, afterwards Jupiter and lastly 
Mercury). They thus showed themselves in con- 
junction; and although Venus, could not then be 
seen, it was natural to say that a conjunction of the 

planets then took place. The calculations of th© 

Brahmins is so exactly confirmed by our own 

astronomical tables, that nothing but an actual 
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observation could have given so ..correspondent a 

result. (Vide Hindu Superiority P. P. TZZ-i 84 by 
H;r Bilas Sara da, third edition 1S£2.) 

PANCHANGAS (ANNUAL CALENDARS) 

AJ1 Lhe Panchangas (Native Annual Calendars) 
in vogue in the different parts of Bharat in which 
the positions and movements of the different 
planets and stars on the Zodiac during the year are 
recorded and their influence on the lives of human 
beings are predicted, have all been prepared year 
after year from times immemorial, and from the 
entrance of Kali reckoning the time on the Kali 
Era and adding up year after year. The Kali Era is 
the basis of all reckoning of time in these calendars. 

In the calendars for the current year 
“VIKARI” of A. D. 1959 it will be found stated 
that 5060 years have gone by since the Kaliyuga 
commenced. The Mahabharata War is to be 
dated 36 years previous, to the advent of Kali ie., 
5060 years back ie., 5060 - 1958 A. D. = 3138 B. C. 
This is the direct determination of the date of the 
Mahabharata War on the basis of our Native 
Annual Calendars, which form a National Insti¬ 
tution in our country. 

* * * * 

7) 



AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 
TOPIC - V. 

THE SAPTARSHI ERA 

In a native historical treatise, the ‘Kali 
Yuga Baja Yrittanta* (history of the kings of 
the Kali Yaga) it is stated : 

sat u srfcrf'Scr: i 
smpfai: u 

*r|RT% n 

“When Yudhishtira was crowned King at 
Indraprastha, over his half of Kanrava kingdom 
carved out for the Pandavas, the Constellation of 
the Great Bear or the Saptarshi Mandala entered 
the region of the star Magha, in the Zodiac.’’ 
and again; 

“Seventy five years before the commence¬ 
ment of the Kali Yuga, the Great Bear crossed 
over into Magha i. e., in B. C. (3102 -f 75 =) 
3177. Yudhishtira’s reign at Indraprastha there¬ 
fore commenced in B. C, 3177. The 75 years of 
his reign before Kali include 25 years of Suzerainty 
(Emperorship) over the whole of Bharat, which 
he enjoyed after the performance of the Rajasuya, 
the 13 years of exile as a consequence of his de¬ 
feat in the game of Dice, 38 years on the whole, 
and the demand for the restoration of his king- 
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dom as per the terms of the game at the end 
of the 13 years of exile, tie refusal of Duryo. 
dhana to comply with the demand, and the War 
in 3138 B. C., the coronation of Yudhishtira again 
af ter the War as the undisputed Emperor of Bharat 
and the establishment of the Yudhishtira Era, 
35 years of liis rule after the War and the de¬ 
mise of Sri Krishna, the advent of Kali, his 
renunciation of the kingdom, entrusting it to Pari- 
kshit and starting on the Great Journey, in 3101 
B. C., and there after it is stated : 

ii tnfccjsr t 
snrr’srfaraf c^m^rr, it 

"After the passage of 25 years in the Kali 
Yuga i. e., in B. C., (3102 - 25) 3077, the Great 
Bear in its retrograde motion, passes on from 
Magha to Aslesha and remain in it for a hundred 
years." 

and : 

n ar^srJTjTtsfqr t 

iT^qfwFra% mwfteqfcnw u 

"Then i. e., in B. 0. 3077, Yudhishtira, after 
completing the Great Journey or Pilgrimage round 
the world, ascends to heaven. 

and: 

^J%crRcsr^fcrcr: it 
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"Even then, i. e, in B. C. 3077 - 76 was in¬ 
augurated in memory of Yudhishtira, the Secular 
Era variously called “La.nkika.bcia,” Santarshimana, 
Yudhishtira Swargarohana Kala, the Kashnrirabda* 
of a duration of 2700 years. 

From the account thus available to us in 
the Kaliyuga - Raja - Vrittanta,’ the dates of four 
well-known events are athoritatively fixed for as 

1. The entry of the Great Bear into 
Magha   3177 B. C. 

2. The time of the Mahabharata War or 
Yudhishtira Era. *••• 3138 B. C. 

3. The commencement of the Kali 
Yuga . 3102 B. C. 

4. The inauguration of the Saptarasl i Era, 

or Yudhshtira Swargarohana Kala, 

or Laukikabda or Kashmirabda . 
. 3076 B. C. 

The fourth of these, called ‘Laukikabda’ 
because it was established by the people, Yudhi¬ 
shtira Kala, as it was established in memory of 
Yudhishtira’s Swargarohana Kala, and Kashmi¬ 
rabda as it has been in vogue in Kashmir all 
along and used by the almanac makers as the 
basis of their calculations from year to year. 

Kalhana, the author of the history of 
Kashmir, known as Raja Tarangini, has used this 
Laukikabda as the basis of his chronology. 
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Dr. BnhJer the well-known European His. 
torian himself has admitted the antiquity of this 
Laukikabda and the validity of the recognition of 
its starting point Kali 1 as equivalent to B. C. 3101. 

“I do not doubt for a moment, that the 
calculation which throws the beginning of the 
Saptarshi Era back to 3076 B. C., is worth no more 
than that which fixes the beginning of the 
Kali Yuga in 3101 B. 0. But it seems to me certain 
that it is much older than Kalhana’s time, because 
his equation 24 = 1070 agrees with it. It may 
therefore be safely used for reducing with exact¬ 
ness the Saptarshi years, months and days men¬ 
tioned in his work to years of the Christian Era. 
The results which will be thus obtained will always 
close.ly agree with those gained;by. Gen. Cunning¬ 
ham, who., did use the right key”. (Yide pp 264-268 
Indian Antiquary Vol VI of 1877 and p. 27 ff of 
Vol Y of the Edn. — 1876.) Besides Dr. Buhler 
himself quotes the following' verse in evidence of 
the currency of the Saptarshi Era in Kashmir. 

tt srppfi ifqfermT: i 

wftifik TOlrof srorfr m: n 

“Atter Z-j years passed away in Kali, Yudhi- 
shtira and his brothers ascended to heaven.” 
Dr. Buhler’ has interpolated in the above verse 

“Saptarshivaryah” in the place of 

"^fqfGSXT^rT:” “ Yudhishtiradyah”. But the emendation 
leads to no sensible meaning for the verse. For, the 
Saptarsliis are always in heaven. There is no sense 

8) 
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in stating tliat they will be in heaven in Kali 25. 
It is certainly sensible and meaningful to say, 
according to the other reading, that Yndhishtira 
and his brothers who had been on the earth since 
75 years before Kali ascended to heaven, or passed 
away from the earth, in Kali 25. This is the 
version in the Puranas too. Dr. Bnhier has effected 
the emendation on his own authority, deliberately 
render the verse consistent with the verse simi¬ 
larly interpolated by him (1-51) in Ka]liana’s 
Rajalarangini, stating that the Korns ar.d the 
Pandavr.s were all in existence in Kali 653. If 
it is established that Yudhishtira and his brothers 
passed away in 25 Kali, the statement in the 
verse interpolated by the 1-51 of the Raj a tar an - 
gdni stands directly contradicted by it. So, it is 

clear the emendation of “gfq-ferrsrr.” “Yndhishti- 
radhyah” into “Saptarshiveryah” was 

necessary for him to justify the other interpola¬ 
tion in the Rajaiarangini (1-51). The Saptrrshis 
of the constellation were never on the earth. They 
were manifested on the heavens at the beginning 
of the creation of the Universe or Srishti along 
with the oilier stars and planets and they will 
disappear from the heavens only at the time of ‘Laya’ 
or total destruction of the Universe. The planets 
of the existing universe are in their mid-career. 
They will endure for another 220 crores of years 
according to our Astronomical Science. To say that 
the Saptarishis reached heaven or passed away 
from the earth in Kali 25 is manifestly absurd. 
Hence the correct reading of the verse is with 

“Yudhishtiradyah” and not 

“Saptarshi vr ryah.’ ’ 
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In the almanacs in vogus in Kashmir of 

the successive years, it is the “ Saptarshi - 

mana” that is used for all determinations of time. 

From the above statements of Dr. Buhle-** 
himself it is clear he has admitted Kali 1 = 
B. C. 3101, Saptarshi = Kali 26 = B. 0. 3076. 
His admissions that the Great Bear, the Saptarshi 
Mandala which enterd Magha in 3177 - 76 B. C, 
and that the Era established after their entry into 
the next star ‘Aslesha’ begins in B.C. 3076, reveal 
clearly that he was aware of the stay of the sapta* 
rshi in Magha for the hundred years from B. C. 
3177 - 76 to B. C. 3077 - 76, the statements in the 
Puranas which describe the reign of Yudhishtira as 
extending over the century, and the verses 13-3, of the 
‘Brihatsamhita’ and 1-56 in Kalhana’s Bajatarangini* 
Bo he knew that the time of the Mahabharata 
War is 3138 B. C. But knowingly the Western 
Orientalists kept back the truth. 



AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 
TOPIC - VI. 

ASTRONOMICAL EVIDENCE 

Brihatsamhita of Yarahamihira 

The Astronomer Varahamihiracharya refers 
in verse 3 of chapter XIII of his ‘Brihatsamliita’ 
to the reign of Yudhishtira, , his ascent to the 
heavens, and the Saha Era in vogufe in his time. 
The sente verse was reproduced by TtaJhana as 
the 56th verse in the 1st chapter of his ‘Rnja- 
tarangini’ and used by him to bring into mutual 
relation .the time of the ascent to heaven of 
Emperor Yudhishtira, which was the basis of the 
chronological reckonings in his history, the Saka 
Era in vogue in the time of Varahemihire, the 
period of Yudhishtira’s reign, and the movement 
of the constellation of the Great Bear. 

The same Era based on th@ ascent to heaven 
of Emperor Yudhishtira is other wise variously 
referred to as Laukikabda, Yudhistirakala, Sapta. 
rshimana and Kashmirabda. 

Brihatsamhita XIII-3 or Rajatarangini 1-56 
reads : 

5^1 n sTTtf^r fRcft i 

Which means : 

The Saptarshis were in Magha during the 
reign of Yudhishtira. The (Swargarohana’s) time of 
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Yudhishtira coupled with 2526 (years) becomes Saka- 
Kala. In the above verse the first line is plain. 
The ellipsis in the second line has to bo filled 
up thus : 

II ‘‘rp*T? (JFTW:s=f«r*TKt§aT f'T«:) 

*Tf>*PT^: ('<T5%) ” 

“The Swrgarohana time of Yudhishtira 
coupled with 2526 becomes Sakakalah.” The Saptarshi 
Mandalr, or the constellation of tie Great Bear 
passed over from the region of the star Me glia into 
that of the next, in Kali 26. That was the beginning 
of the Era variously known as Saptarshi man a, or 
Yudhishtira Kala, or Laukikabde, or Keshmirabda- 
The Era known as Saka Era, in vogue in Varaha- 
mihira’s time began in Kali 26 plus 2526 or Kali 2552 
or B. C. (3102-2552) 550. Varaha, in his endeavour to 
fix unambiguously the starting point of the Saka 
Era in vogue in his time, first laid down the 
contemporaneity of the Saptarshimandala in Magha 
(an astronomical event) and the period of Yudhish- 
tira’s reign on the earth. Then he stated that the 
Saka Era began 2526 years after the commencement 
of the ‘Yudhislitirakala’ i. e., the years of 
Yudhishtira’s ascent to heaven (Krli 26). 

But there is no reference whatever in his 
verse to the Salivahana Saka and no evidence of 
any kind to indicate, as the modern Orientalists 
of the European School choose to take for granted, 
that by “Sakakala” he meant the Salivahana Saka. 

9) 
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If we suppose that Varaha referred to the 
Salivahana. Sake, in his verse, since the Solivahana 
$aka is agreed on all hands to begin in Kali 3179, he 
would have given 3153 years from the Swarga- 
rohana Kala of Yndhishtira (i. e., Kaii 26). But 
he gave only 2526 years as the distance from 

Yudhishlira Kala (Kali 26) to his Sakakaala, i. e., 
Kali 26 -f 2526 = 2552 of Kalisaka. Therefore, 
there must be another Saka Kala which was in 

existence in his time. So, we have to v ke into 
consideration only that particular ‘Saka Kala of 

2552 Kali but not the Salivahana Saka of 3179 
Kali. 

Varaha has fixed the time of Yudhishth-n’s 
reign in the first line of the verse as the time when 
the Saptars! is were in Magha. As regards the 
time when the Saptarshi Man da la was in Maghr, 
Bhattotpala, in his commentary on Varaha mihira’s 
Brihatsamhita XIII-3, quoted the statement of 

Vriddliagarga "^fearrvq'Trq “Kali 

Dwapara Samdhautu Sthitasthe Pitrudaivatarts” 
as the authority. “Kalidwapcra sandhi” means the 
turning point when the Dwapara-Yuga. came to a 
close and the Kali-Yuga began. It happened 36 years 
a.fter the Mahabharata War and at lirs 2-27”~30” 
on the 20th of February, in i.he year B. C. 3102, 
according to the unanimous opinion of Western 
a.s well as Eastern Scholars. This has never been 
disputed by any. That the Great Bear was then 
in Mn.ghu has been unanimously declared by the 
Astronomers and the authors of the Puranas of 
ancient Bharat. 
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The opinion of Dr. Buhler has been quoted. 
General Alexander Cunningham has, in his note 
under the caption “Saptarshi Saha” on page 17 
in his publication “Indian Eras” given a table 
showing the star-region in which the Saptarshi 
Mandala is found in each century from B. C. 5877 
to A. D. 2125, according to which it was in Magha 
from B. C. 3177 to B. C. 3077. The table is repro¬ 
duced at .the end of the discussion in this Topic 
Vl-for reference. It should clear all the doubts 
and misconceptions of the modern historians. 
Dr. Cunningham’s table agrees with the statements 
of Vriddha Garga, Yarahamihira, Bhattotpala and 
other ancient Indian Scholrrs. It is thus proved 
75 years previous to the advent of Kali in 
B. C. 3102 i. e., in B, C. 3177 the Saptarshi 
Mandala entered the region of Magha. The same 
year Yudhishtira was crowned King of the 
Pandava’s share of the Kaurava Dominions, with 
his capital at Indraprastha, according to the 
Puranas the relevant statements from which have 
been reproduced in chapter V. 

It is established indisputably that the 
Saptarshi Mar.dala was in Magha from B. C. 3177-76 
to B. C. 3077-76. Yudhishtira also was crowned 
king at Indraprastha in B. C. 3177, gradually 
extended his Empire and performed the Rajasuya 
and established himself as the Emperor of Bharat 
and in B. C. 3151 he lost his Empire in the game 
of Dice with his cousin and remained in 
exile for 13 years thereafter, that is till B. C. 3138, 
and in B.C. 3138 waged the Groat War known as the 
Mahabharata War, in which he emerged victorious 
and once again established himself as the 
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Emperor of Bharat; and in B. C. 3102 Mahabharata 
Wari.e. 3102, having learnt of th.e Niryana of 
Sri Krishna and the advent of Kali, renounced his 
Empire and started on a. tour to all the holy places 
of pilgrimage and finally in B.C. 3077, ascended 
to haven. From the first line in the verso of 
Varahamihira (XIII-3 of his Erihat Samhita), it 
is stated that the period of Yudhishtira’s rule 
extended from B. C. 3177-76 to B. C. 3077-76 and 
the Saptarshi’s were then in Magha. In the second 
line of the same verse it is stated that, by the 
addition of 2526 to the Swargarohana Kala. i. e. 
B. C. 3076 of Yndhishtira we get the Saka-Kala in 
vogne in his time. That is Kali 26 + 2526 = Kali 
2552 or B. C. 3076-2526 = B. C. 550 is the beginning 
of the Saka Era in vogne in Vara ha’s time. There 
is no conjecture or interpretation, of our own in 
this calculation. It is based on the statements 
of Varahamihira himself. We have thus been able 
to establish the Magha century of the Saplarshi’s 
from B. C. 3177-76 to 3077-76 B. C. ard the stnrtirg 
point of the Yudhishtira Kala B. C. 3076 as well as 
the Saka Era of Varaha is B. C. 550. To conjecture that 
the Saka Era mentioned by Varaha is the Salivahana 
Saka and to twist the meaning of the verse to suit; 
the conjecture is absolutely unwarranted. 

Varahamihira indicates his own time in his 

Pancha Siddhantika in the line “wccrif^ 

“Saptasvi Veda Samkhym Saka Kala 

maprmsya*’ which means that he was writing in 
the year 427 of the Saka Era i. e., in Kali 2552 
plus 427 — 2979 Kali. So Varaha belongs to 2979 
Kali or B. C. 3102-2979 = B. C. 123. To fix his 
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time as 427 on the Salivahana Saka or (78+427) 
A. D. 505 is obviously wrong. The year P. C. 123 
as Yaralms’s time agrees with the tradition that 
he adorned the court of Vikramaditya who ruled 
t s the Emperor of Bharat from Kali 3020 or B. C. 82 
to Kali 3120 or A. D. 19 and established a new 
Era of his own, the Vikrama Era, in Kali 3044 or 
B. C. 57. 

Rao Ba3 a dim P. V. Kane, High Court Vakil 
Bombay and President of the Indian History congress 
in 1953 interprets the verse in yet another original 
manner. He holds that the two lines of the verse 
XIII-3of the Brihatsamhita give us two independent 
sentences; that in the first Varahamihira reproduces 
in his own words the statement of Vriddhagarga 
that while Yudhishtira was reigning (from B. C. 
3177 to 3077) the Saptarsbi Mandala was in the star 
Magha; and in the second line Varaha gives us 
Lis own rule (principle) that by the addition of 
2526 to the year on the Saliva liana Era (which 
began in 78 A. D.) we get the year (time of 
Yudhishtira). We reproduce his interpretation in 
his own words below, 

‘‘The verse <Br.S. 13.3) eon lairs two inde¬ 
pendent, clauses in the two halves of it, viz. namely 
1. The constellation of the seven sages was in the 
Maghas when Yudhishtira ruled over the earth as 
king and secondly the Saka Kala increased by 2526 
years represents the time of that king/’ In the 
first half of XII1-3 and in several other verses 
of the same chapter (viz, verses 7 to 11) VarahP 

10) 
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states in Arya verses Vriddhagarga’s views 
(which were in the Anustnph metre, as the quota¬ 
tions given by Utpala from Vriddhagarga will 
show) in his own words and in the second half he 
states his own view ibvat the Yuihishtirn Era. 

The panicle ‘ca’ ■ is added because the 
two halves are two independent sentences and the 
second half comes to this ‘Shad dwika panca 
dwi yutah saka kalah thasya iv jnah (kalab, under¬ 
stood from the preceding word Saka-Kalah). (vide 
journal of the Andhra Historical Reasearoh Society, 
Rajahmundry, Yol. XX Xarayanarao Memorial 
Volume 1954’ and p 75 of Ancient Hindu History 
pt. II by this author.) 

Let us agree for a moment to this curious 
interpretation of the learned Sri Kane. Then it 
means Varaha quoted Vriddagarga’s opinion only 
to reject it and to offer his own. There is no 
warrant for such an assumption anywhere in the 
verse or in the whole treatise, or anywhere else 
in the tradition of Indian Scholarship. It is 
entirely due to the distorted vision of the learned 
Sri Kane himself due to his anxiety to justify the 
statement that the Kauravas and Pandavas were 
alive in Kali 653 or B. 0. 2448 in the 1-51 verse 
of Kalhana’s Rajataranglni. (which was itself an 
interpolation by Dr. Buhler.j 

But there is no reason arose of any kind 
to take the two lines of the verse of Yaraha as 
independent statements, or that the Saka-Kala 
referred to by him is the Salivahana Saka-Kala. On 
the other hand “Thasya Rajnascha” in the 
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second, clause is manifestly based on the first. 
Varaha starts with fixing the time of Yudhishtira’s 
reign in the century from B. 0. 3177 to B. C. 3077, 
and proceeds to fix the beginning of the Saka Era 
in vogue in his time at 2526 years after the year 
of the ascent of Yudhishtira to heaven towards 

the end of the century of his reign (in B. 0 3077-76 
or Kali 26) i. e,, B. C. 3076-2526 = B. 0. 550. 
This determination is accepted as such by Kalhana 

in 1-55 of his Rajatarangini as the determination 
of the Samliitakaras based on the movement of 

the cons teila lion of the seven sages #f§5lT 

epif; fhfffq-:’') and as the authoritative 

basis for the chronology of his history and then 
in his 1-56 reproduces verbatim. XIII-3 of the 
Brihatsamhita of Yaraha-mihira. There is no indi¬ 
cation in Kalhana’s writings that there was any 

difference of opinion among the ancient samhita- 
karas ‘Vriddha-garga’ and. * Varahamihirak 

In the commentary on Varahamiliira’s Brihat- 
simhita writtm by B Vaidotp il % lie did not give 

any indication that there w • s difference of opinion 
between ‘Varaha’ and ‘Vriddha-Gargad. In addition, 

he quoted the view-point of Vriddha-Garga to 
strengthen the opinion of Yarn hr. Therefore the 

imaginary views of the learned Sri Kane are 
contrary to the view-points of Kalhana, Vriddha. 

Garga, Varaha and Bhattotpala- They are also 
contrary to the views expressed by Alexander 

Cunningham and Dr. Buhler and what lias been 
stated in Puranas and Mahabharata. 
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Let ns follow Bhatiotpr.Ia’s commentary on 
XI11-3 of Bri hat samliita 

¥rft=53TRir: srerddV, rtct! Trarfh, qsqf 
qff, STmq-frT qfTTT^qfq-, STITT <T ST^f^SST’' 

“Mn na vo Ma ri ehyaadayah Sapta r sh a yo, Yudh- 
istire Pandntanaye, Nrupath.au Eanjani, Pridliviim 
Mahiim, Saasati paripalayati, Magliaasu Maglia- 
Naksh atlir e shu, Aasan adliyatliishtan”. “When 
Yudhishtira was the ruling monarch on the earth 

the sages were inMagha.” **ar*TTf| spgrqd:’* “Thadhahi 

Vriddha Gnrgali”-means ‘Vruddha Grrga also 

says in the so,me way’; and and he quotes the 

same words of ‘Vruddha Garga’ “^f^gTTT qqhj ff«rcrTf^ 

fq^TcfR" “Kali Dwaapara sandhautu sthitaasto 

pithru daivatam” means “at the transition age of 
Dwapara into Kali, the seven sages were in the 
Magha stn,r.” Then Bhattotpala proceeds with his 

commentary thusTisr: q^fgTF 

qfqfg’^cT: jqqr^r^'T’7q:‘’ “Tasyaclia Yndhi shtirasya Raaj- 

nah shadwika pancha dviyutah (2526) sakakaalo 
(427) gatah”, which means in the (Swargarohana) 
kala of Ydhistira elapsed 2526 coupled with Saka- 

nrupakaala (427cnqgq qdirr*T!TT5S 3TTT 

qgrr” “Evam Krute Yadbhavati taavadvarsha brun- 

dam varthamaana kaalam yaavat gatham” means 
when calculated in this manner the total amount 
of years (i. e., Kali 26 plus 2526 plus 427 — 2979 
(years) will be the period that elapsed from the 
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commencement of Kali 1 to the time of the writing 
of Brihatsamliita by Varahamihira. (i.e., 3102 B. G. 
minus 2979 Kali =). 123 B. C. Therefore, according 
to Bhattotpala, the Sakakala of Varaha in XIII-3, 
of his Briliatsamhi i-a is 427 of Salcanrupakaala but 
not A. D. 78 plus 427 = 505 A. D. of Salivahana. 
According to the interpretation of the learned Kane* 
also “Sakaka la increased by 2526 represents Yudhi- 
shtira. Kalah”, means Sakanru pakaal c h 427 plus 
2526 = 2953 of Yudhishtira Kaala. (Yudhishtira 
Kala’s beginning B. G. 3076—2953 = B. C. 123 the 
time of Varaha't 

N. B. Beginr ing < f Sakanmpakaala is (B. C. 
26+2526 = ) 2552 Kali and the beginning of 
Salivahant Saka-Kaala is 3179 Kali. 

On the other hand he adopts their agreed 
opinion as his own. Thus it is clear from Kalhana’s 
1-56 which is but a quotation of the same as well 
as XIII-3, of the Brihatsamliita of Varahamihira 
that the time of ascent of Yudhishtira to heaven 
or the beginning of the Laukikabda is in 
B. C. 3076, the beginning of the Snka Era in vogue 
in Varaha’s time is in 2552 Kali, or B. C. 550 and 
that the period of Yudhishtira’s reign lasted from. 
B. G. 3177 to B. C. 3077 and in that Centory the 
time of the Mahabharata War is 36 years before 
Kali or B. C. 3138. 
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Let ns follow Bhnttolpain’s commentary on 
XIII-3 of Brihat samliita 

Rftezrretn HRraRh ttirYT, TpsrrfR, 

JT^f, 5Tmq"frr qfTTT^qfR-, RRTg; TOTR«PT«| 3TT5TT SfsqfSRESR" 

“Munayo Marichyaadayah Saptnrshayo, Yudh- 
istire Pandntanaye, Nrupath.au Ranjani, Pridhviim 
Mahiim, Saasati paripalayati, Magliaasu Magha- 
Nakshathreshu, Aasan adhyathishtan”. “When 
Yi.idhishtira was the ruling monarch on the earth 

the sages were in Magha.” **R«n% “Thadhahi 

Yriddha Gargali”-means ‘Yrnddha Grrga also 

says in the same way’; and and he quotes the 

same words of ‘Vrnddha Garga* “jpfem Rsftr fcqRT# 

“Kali Dwaapara sandhautu sthitaasto 

pithru daivatam” means “at the transition age of 
Dwapara into Kali, the seven sages were in the 
Magha star.” Then Bhattotpala proceeds with his 

commentary thustt?t: 

TRfg’Rcr: “Tasyacha Yudhishtirasya Raaj- 

nah shadwika pancha dviyutah (2526) sakakaalo 
(427) gatah”, which means in the (Swargarohana) 
kala of Ydhistira elapsed 2526 coupled with Saka- 

nrupakaala (427;/^^^^% RTRSR 

?TRir” “Evam Krute Yadbhavati taavadvarsha brun- 

dam varthamaana kaalam yaavat gatharn” means 
when calculated in this manner the total amount 
of years (i. e., Kali 26 plus 2526 plus 427 = 2979 
(years) will be the period that elapsed from the 
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AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 
TOPIC - VIT. 

WRONG CONJECTURES 

At the time of the Mahabharala War, 
correctly determined, the Pard-tvns, Draupadi, Sri 
Krishna, the Kauravas, Bhishma, Drona and 
other Bharata Warriors must he in existence. 
It should be the transition time from Dwapara 
to Kali. The Constellation of the seven sages be 
in the star region of Magha. It has been admitted 
on all hands by the Astronomical Scholars of 
ancient Bharat, and the European Orientalists 
like Dr. Buhler and General Alexander Cunning¬ 
ham that the Constellation of the seven sages was 
in the Magha region from B. C. 3177 to B. C. 3077. 
The Astronomers and the authors of the Puranas of 
ancient Bharat, all unanimously declare that 
Yndhishtira was reigning during that century. 
That the ascent of Yndhishtira to heaven 
occurred in B. C. 3076 or Kali 26 when the Con¬ 
stellation passed over from Magha. to the next 
star, is conceded By Dr. Buhler, Dr. Wilson 
and General Alexander Cunningham. How could 
Sri Krishna who passed away in B. C. 3102 and 
the Pandavas who passed away in B. C. 3077-76 
be alive in B. C. 2448 or 1931, 1886, 1500, 1400, 
1100, or 900 if any of the conjectures be correct, 
of the modern historians of Ancient Bharat, the 
Eaopenn Orientalists or their Indian disciples? 
How could the Constellation of the seven sages 
which was in Magha in B. C. 3177 to B. C. 3077-76, 
be in any of the years noted above? Is there any 
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inscriptional or historical authority for their deter¬ 
mination? Such determinations and arguments 
deserve only the contempt of genuine historians and 
competent scholars. The final result of all the 
above discussion is the time of the Mahabharata 
War is indisputably B. C. 3138, when the 
Saptarshimandala was in Magha century. 



AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 
TOPIC - VIII. 

INSCRIPTION AL. EVIDENCE 

There are four inscriptions, extant and available 
to us (apart from several others that might have 
been lost or destroyed), which prove conclusively 
that the Mahabharata War occurred in B. C. 3138 
or 36 years before Kali. Of these four, two ha ve 

been published in the Indian Antiquary. The 
third does not seem to have attracted the atten¬ 
tion of the Government Archaeological Depart¬ 
ment. It has been copied from the person in 
possession of it and published recently at Masuli- 
patam in the Krishna District. The fourth is the 
copper plate inscription of Emperor Suddhanva. 
The contents of these four inscriptions bear out 
the deterimination, without scope for any doubt, 
that the Mahabharata War occurred in B. C. 3138. 
It is hoped that this evidence at least will be 
respected by the Modern Indian historians and 
they will be able to reconstruct the correct 
history of ancient Bharat on the basis of it. 

Sri Krishna passed away in B. C. 3102 the 
Kali Yuga commenced simultaneously. In Kali 1 
or B- C. 3101 Yudhishtira renounced his Empire, 
installed Parikshit on the imperial throne and 
started with his brothers on the Mahaprasthana 
or the Great Journey. Parikshit reigned for 60 
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years and died due to snake-bite in B. 0. 3041. 
His son Janamejaya was crowned in B. 0. 3041. 
In the 29th year of his reign i. e., in B. 0. 3013- 
3012 or Kali 89, in the year Plavanga on Monday 
the new - rnoonday at the end of Chaitra, he dona¬ 
ted two villages to two religious institutions and 
the two gift-deeds were inscribed. One of i;hese 
is found published in the pages 333, 334 of the 
Indian Antiquary. It reads as follows : 

The First Inscription : 

JANAMEJAYA’S GIFT DEED 

"sftfwjnrsrarar ^sRksrq^qmqi ^Frarsrqqref i 

ii Rig q> i 

(^t) qqftfRsrcft 

?T^qTrT% 3rqTqr?qtqi ^^RTaTTfsRRT- 

q^rs^ (?) qre ntaar: sft^RTW^q: fefsqrtrT- 

qnqf tfqr^wf^qqtfsrfcTqFsqr: qf^Rq^q-tftqrjT- 

m cr^rcy *Tsstr 

•ufq^rcft<*RT*rw g;3TTsf R-fqcqfqqm^ifsrftsTT- 

=^3:dYqrqfTfqfq^q: :— 

.qf^k 5rfer°nrpt 

sm^qpqqsRingrr^ i qf^k qiqmq^r: 'jq i ^TR?nk f^s^r- 

RSJT <?felW I ^ (q) ^qf^eqqRqrT_ 

qYRiqqd fqfhfa^qy^ Tiqi^rfe^r (?) qifqfhgsrRq^sr. 

?qT*tref^r ?qf^TS5^qismciT fq^RTt 

?r%qiq;q^m?Tq^ q^FsrrsrvsrqRT^qqj #sf qfcr^cT 

^vfr (^qR, sr) (?) \ ^tf^Tor: II 
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ar^sr srrRTfci ii (^) 

RmrerREftR^ jftsjgr^ i 

?TRR?RRRRl$ft% TT^R^tTR-' RR II (O 

^^TTRfS^wf 3«5T TTRrTTfTT^ I 

TOrrrqfT^R ^ff f5r«*ra 11 (v) 

R?rTT jfsT^r #JTT ft^RTT I 

SRRRrTT 5 RRRt qfTc?T%rr II (*) 

3r?^?3 ©fer wftreR ®fer r 5 1 

rr: cTcft rtr: ?rr ?rr^3 ii (^) 

SRRtTT 'RRrff RT sT^TRf% ^cTR: I 

f^3TRf STTR^ frfa: II (^) 

It is clearly stated in this inscription that 
the gift of land for the worship of Sitarama 
mentioned there in was made by Emperor Janamo- 
Jaya in the year 89 of the Jayabhyodaya Yudhi- 
shtira Era. Jayabhyudaya Yudhishtira Saka is 

named after ‘Jaya’ “crsfr spr ^trr’’ “tatho ‘Jaya’ 

mudeerayet”. The name by which Bhagavan 

Yyasa called his great epic as “Jaya” now known 

as “Mahabharata” which he began to compose in 
Kali 1, and completed in 3 years. Jayabhyudaya 
Yudhishtira Era 1 means therefore only Kali 1. 
Jayabhyudaya Yudhishtira Saka 89 means Kali 
89 or B. .C (3101-89) = 3012. It was the 29th 
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year of tlie reign of Emperor Janamejaya.. He 
came to the throne on the death of his father 
Emperor Pariksliit in Kali 60. 

The Second Inscription : 

A similar gift of land was made on the 
same day by the same Emperor Janamejaya for 
the worship of Kedaranathaswamy at the Kedara 
Kshetra, in the Himalayas to the head of the 
‘Tisha-Matt’, Sri Goswamy Ananda Linga Jangama 
Swamy through Ms disciple Sri. Jnana Linga 
Jangama. The copper-Plate on which the gift deed 
is inscribed is preserved to this day in the same 
Matt. It does not seem to have reached the 
notice of the Government Archaeological Depart¬ 
ment. So it is not reported in the Indian Anti- 
quari. A copy of it has been taken by some 
Andhra Pilgrims of the Saiva religions sect to 
the Saiva Shrine, and it has been published on 
their return home, at Masulipatam. The text of 
the inscription as published by them is given 
in his “Ancient Hindu History Part-I, by this 
Author. The same text is also given below :— 

sfbfreg ngw 
<?tRcr: qfkfgfh^g: 11 

garrf^qt 1 q-ftw?n?r*TgTk tfrRiAr 
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*Tf>f*TT, ^'ffrTT^TT’t T^ifSTTT^V, sfsm STT^crV, *FPT:, 
qcr?FT«^ ^r^f^3TTTTW ^ST^T^cT fafsrfb^q- 5f^- 

'TnrmTTrTfa %g:?TT^5r:^T^?T%^ ^5^5 *rT**r- 
-JTT^rwq-r fow'tarwT ^%si^qTsf?PT *rf|^r- 

*felfaffir ^SfRTgsN S^faef ^cT SvRffifrq I t^iRnSR^ 

tflfePT: I 

^fr ii 1 sft^fhTrqt 1 

3F^=q TTfa^ ^ 5TRrfcT ?RS*T 2HT 111?) 

sreT^sRWTsftfh Tr«TRfg:2'T ti (3) 

” im fq^TTT *rgtefr 1 

sr^^rng srjtV ^rr^fq qfTc*r%cr 11 (v) 

” ?q^TTt TT^tTfqr ¥^rqfrr ^TcTT: I 

^ferfofsrrftr fecsiqi frfa: 11 (it) 

The above two inscriptions record two shifts 
of land by the Emperor Janamejaya at the time 
of the Solar eclipse on the same day. In the 
first the Donar is described as seated on the 
imperial throne at the city of Kishkindha and 
in the second as seated on the imperial throne 
at the city of Indra-prastha. The discrepancy 
may give rise to some doubts. Janamejaya was 
crowned Emperor of Bharat at Indra-prastha, the 
imperial capital.. But it was the custom in ancient 
as in modern times, to celebrate the coronation 
of the Emperor simultaneously in all the chief 
cities, of the Empire. So it was the tradition to 
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describe him in a gift-deed as the Emperor seated 
on the throne at the chief city of that pro¬ 
vince in which the land gifted away was situa¬ 
ted. Kishkindha was the capital of the South 
Western province of the Empire. So he was des¬ 

cribed as "fefepsr ypFfrJT “Kishkindha 

Hag.:;ryarn simhasanasthah” in the gift-deed relat. 

ing to the land in that province and as 

“Indraprastha Hagare simhasana- 

sthah” in the gift-deed relating to the land in 
the Himalayan region. 

Janamejaya was crowned at Indraprastha 
only. The two gifts were made at Indraprastha 
only. But the narration in the gift-deed was 
appropriately worded in view of the location of 
the land gifted. The apparant discrepancy need 
not give rise to any doubts of the authenticity 
of the gifts or the deeds or the inscriptions. 

The Third Inscription : 

THE AIHOLE INSCRIPTION 

There is an inscription on the walls of a 
temple of Siva in the village ‘Iballi’ in the 
Dharwar district. The date of the inscription is 
stated in the same. It states further that by 
the year 556 on the Saka Era, (or 634 of the 
Christian Era) the time that elapsed in Kali, 
after the Mahabharata War is 37 -f 3735. The 
inscription was carved by the direction of king 
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Pnlakesin IT in A.D. 634. It was this Pnlakesin 
who defeated and cheeked the Southward progress 
of the conquering armies of Sri Harsha Siladi- 
tya on the banks of the Krishna. His heroic, 
exploits, his victory in the battle with Sri Harsha, 
the other princes defeated by him are all des¬ 
cribed in the inscription. The inscription in its 
entirety has been published on pages 67-71 of 
the volume V of the Indian Antiquary. Modern 
historians have been attaching very great impor¬ 
tance te this inscription as it gives a detailed 
account of Pnlakesin II to whom there is r.o 
reference at all in the Puranas. 

The same inscription has been also publi¬ 
shed as the 16th document in Yol. No. 34 of the 
Kaavya-mala 'series, under the caption ‘Silalekha’ 
or ‘Stone inscription’ of Pnlakesin II of the 
Chalukya dynasty. (Vide pages 68-72 of 1*1. I of 
Prachina Lekha Mala). 

This inscription is all in Sanskrit. The 
author of this volume, who has already published 
another volume entitled “Ancient Hindu History 
part II, (Archaeological evidence misused”), who 
was known, before he took Holy orders, by the 
name of Sri Kota Venkatachcl am, Gandhin agaram, 
Vijayawada and is known now, after assuming 
the ochre vobes as “Advayanamda Sankara 
Bharati Jagadguru Swami, (Srimadabhinr va Vim. 
paksha Peetadhipati)” had oceassion to study the 
facsimile text of the inscription published in the 
Indian Antiquary and also learnt the process of 
deciphering the letters of the inscription, with 
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the help of Sri Rallabhandi Subbarao Pantulu, 
M. A., B. Ed., retired Professor of History in the 
Government Aids College at Rajahmundry and 
Honourary Secretary of the Andhra Historical 
Research Society, Rajahmundry- Thus he could 
acquire first hand-knowledge of the text of the 
inscription. Here is the portion of the text giving 
the date of the inscription. 

?ft !l 5 >TRcm?T*?T5rTfecr: I 

(ir} \ 

*mrg; q'JTcbrnq sr^’qmfq- FFPTT u 

which means: From the Mahabharata War, and 
after 30 -j- 3000 + TOO +500 years passed by, in 
Kali and 50 -j~ 6 + 500 years after the destruc¬ 
tion of the Sake kings, on the advise of the 
scholar Ravikirtlii, this temple of Jinendra has 
been constructed (by Pulakesin II/. Dr. Fleet) 
conceding that three Eras are referred to in the 
inscription, interprets it thus:- First he trans¬ 
lates th© text of the inscription as follows: Vide 
P 73, of Vol V of the Indian Antiquary, “Three 
thousand seven hundred and thirty years having 
elapsed since the War of the Bharatas and (t^re© 
thousand) five hundx*ed and fifty years having 
elapsed in the K>li Age, and five hundred end 
six years of the Saka kings having elapsed, this 
stone temple of Jinendra the abode of glory, was 
constructed by the order of the learned Ravikirthi 
etc., etc.. 

14) 
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According- io his interpretation 

(Id The time of the Mahabharata War works 
out to 3730 — (506 on the Saka Era or) 584 of the 
Christian era = 3146 B.C. only approximately to 
the correct figure 3138 B.C. 

(2) The time of the beginning of Kali works 
out to 3550 — (506 on the Saka Era or) 584 of the 
Christian era = B.C. 2966. This is in utter contradic. 
tiontothe determination of B- C. 3102 unanimously 
accepted by the Artsonomers and Historical 
Scholars of the East as well as the West. 

(3) Dr. Fleet equates the Saka year 506 with 
584 A. D., as the time of the inscription. But 
Pulakesin II belongs to Saka 556 or A. D. 634 and 
not A. D. 584. So his interpretation cannot be 
accepted as it leads to wrong results to iho three 
Eras. 

The interpretation attempted in the Kavya- 
mala series is even more outrageous. There it 
is conjectured that there are mistakes in the 
inscription and two corrections are suggested in 
line 2 of the portion of the inscription given 
above. They suggest tho correction of 

(!) STcf" “Saptabda Sata” into 

“Sahabdasata” and 

(2) “Sateshwabdeshu” into 

“Gateshwabdeshu”. According to these 

corrections and the interpretations based on them:— 
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By Salivahana 556 or A. D. 634, 30 + 3000 + 
100 + 5 = 3135 years have passed since the Maha- 
bharata War and the advent of Kali. The Maha- 
bharata War and the advent of Kali are dated 
B. C. 2501. This is not acceptable as the date of 
the Mahabharata War or of the advent of Kali 
to any school of Historians or Astronomers. So 
it is clear the correction does not mend wrong. 

The author’s interpretation is as follows :— 
Tne text reads — “From the Mahabharata War (37 
years upto the advent of Kali, and the period 30 + 
3000 + 700 -f- 500 = 4230 years after the advent 
of Kali and 50 + 6 4- 500 or 556 years of the Saka 
Era. (or Salivahana Saka Era). 

Salivahana Era 556 = A. D. 634 time of 
Mahabharata War works out to 4230 — 634 = 
B. C. 3596, which is unacceptable. So there must 
be some mistake somewhere. But the two correc¬ 
tions suggested by the Kaavya Maala Publisheres 
are not necessary. One slight correction will do to 
yield a plausible interpretation for the whole inscrip¬ 
tion. That is to correct “Sateshwadeshu 

Panchasu” into tfarcj” Gateshwabdeshu 
Panchasu”. (In the script of the inscription the 
letter "it” “Ga” is similar to the letter *%" “Sa”). 
Then the inscription reads “From the Maha- 
bhrata War to the advent of Kali elapsed 37 
years + (30 + 3000 700 + 5) or 3735 have passed 
by 556 of the Saka Era or 634 of the Christian Era. 

(1) So the time of the Mahabharata War then 
works out to 37 + 3735 = 3772 — before Saka 556 
or A. D. 634 = B. C. 3138. 
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(2) Time of advent of Kali = 3735 years before 
634 A. D. = 3101 B. G 

(3) Saka 556 = A. D. 634 the time of 
Pitlakesin XI. 

It is possible the ‘V’ “Oa” was corrected 

into *%” “Sa” by some interested party at' the 

time of the discovery of the inscription before its 
publication. This has to be carefully invstigated, 
for the rest the inscription is clear. 

The Fourth Inscription : 

THE COPPER PLATE INSCRIPTION OF EMPEROR 

■SUDHANVA." 

This inscription was inscribed by SvdLanva, 
who ruled over flu z a rat. He was rn If m pore r 
with some tributary rulers under him. He reigned 
in the 5th Century before Christ. While Sri Adi 
Sankara was touring in the Western regions of 
Bharat, carrying on his glorious campaign against 
the heterodox religious school of thought like the 
Buddha, the Jaina and the Kapaiika, a historic 
assembly ef religious leaders (of all denominations 
of religion) was held under the auspices of this 
Emperor Sudhanva. All the religious leaders 
unanimously elected the Emperor to preside over 
the discussions and to decide the victor in the 
controversies. There Sri Sankara was able to 
refute the arguments and defeat the exponents 
of all the heterodox religions one after another. 
Thus more than a thousand religions including 
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Bauddha and Jaina were disproved and condemned 
by Sri Adi Sankara with irrefutable arguments. 
The San a tana dharma, based on the authority of 
the Vedas was declared the victor and the only 
true religion by the president Sudhanva who was 
also the Judge. He had been an adherent of the 
Jaina religion. But now, that all his doubts had 
been, cleared, he renounced his adherence to the 
Jaina religion, and overwhelmed with wonder at 
the vast erudection and profound philosophical 
wisdom of Sri Sankara, he sought refuge with 
the great religious truth from him. A memoran- 
dom presented by that Emperor Sndhanva to Sri 
Sankara was inscribed on copper-plate and this 
inscription was first published by Sri Kanuparti 
Markandeya Sarma in his Biography (published 
in 1928). It has copied from that publication by 
Sri Mudigonda Venkata llama Sastry and ob¬ 
tained by the author from the latter and now 
republished below. It is not known whether it 
has found place in the pages of the Indian Anti¬ 
quary. 

Text of Inscription 

“sft rtt: - iff PPTet fPT:” 

fwrtr f^R^fer- 

feRj^R^fcT- 

s^STTCRffh-- 

fcr#i?sR fcRsnp cfcT gf?r- 

fqfewqTnrrq^vfcr- 

15) 
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wrwrn *nr ^mfoT gfafe* «tr- 

q-jfq-fTSFcT TFSRTW faSTfrcT: ll” 

TOrf^ff^5J2ftS1>TfT I 5W%rf%*T: TTlf^TcfT: I 

ig-qsHTT STTSHTT^ \ fsT^frf3RTT«f5ft 

5T«rm^ *n=5Rfrrf^ I ^ f^tJT TT^cR rrt^fY?*TRRtr- 

?tofora#?g*TerTfa i i 

mMftfawraSta' Tra^-'q tr% i st^tsttoct- 

fafe fcr^£rv5t^ qsr-RHrr ^RrerNnf^ramwft, st^pt, 

«rtV, sr^t, *jnfcra#f. vfrm^^ifrrcr ^r^rj^ ttsfr 

*r%q>r: g^zrrfq-cTr: t cFTf^Tfesrr ^rVf^rcsrWTwT?ir?r «nf »PTfeRsn«f 

gqR*r%fcr ^tfcrifs «ft gftsspiqTrn^ft STcRNt^? I T4 *in- 
qMr *j*rf% s^EnrrsnR 7&4teqTfar#*r ^rw^Rnzrfar i 

?srciqWTfqJTcTcr^ ^T^RPTfa <WTR P 

<RRPT SRjSR-RTRf I RST T.TTT^^Tf? qrf^JT- 

?!Ttf5r%^Tf?tc^f^T: qqJTTqqfcqfcT STRSTC^IW gTT^TZTf $$ 

^rrfer ^rr*rPrfira wrf^: 

fosfa> *jSTrTT»TT ^TTT^TWq- RffPSOTTfaC tfspw ?PTfcr 

^fen^nrferJTsriS^r ^foqr ffa^r fa^rerartfa ^qsrpr 

*ptr fa^T^rm^r?? gtwTrerqfa^rw ^sytar Trfqq^qRfrrfV 

=5#^ ^•Rf ^srereftf^rarrfessr TrRcR*f**T 1 ctqnr ?RT- 

pftespjTT^nfro fa^sr*^ *frqRcfr tfeq; m*f i 

cTrP'JTS^sn 

q^crnrl =q i ?r|Fg:rqofq qsr#g ^tostr! 3?5T*r<rr: 

sqq^TT^T Tpr§ ^HURTT TT^T^TRT^ ( 
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arcfrsrrsr rtTr f?R?rc ysffrrrscpgr irajfemsr’Tc^^^ 

farJ 7f75TT3T^rff RfTf^facR #§«TTfR fsrfWTRTtr ^^uf- 

^f?3rrq^r i *rirsrcqrre ifsrRrafsr^R ^fr fgfai^c^r 

mfcfRqwA wreranr *m*ps*ppr*# ?rff &TTrf? 
'RjpR'JtxTmk RTfg'SfrT I ^Ttf^rP^T RRtfR^ iTRRcf 

i «*>%**: n” 

5^rfe?si% -= *-*=-« j wrt strrIw: 
arrfasifsr spr 0 31 j 

This inscription is dated the year 2663 on 
the Yudliishtira Saka. The same year the 
Journey on the earth of Sir Sankara came to a 
close. The Great Acliarya lived only for 32 yerrs- 
The years of his birth and demise therefore work 
out to 2631 and 2663 of the Yudhishtira Bra or 
B. C. 509 and B. C. 477. The four great religions 
institutions known as the great Sankara Peethas 
were established by him as follows in the years 
noted against each:- 

At Dwaraka (Saradamutta) in B. C. 491. 
At Badari (Jyotirmatlis) in B. 0. 486. 
At Jagannadha or Puri in B. C. 485. 
At Sringeri in B. C. 484. 

These great religious institutions developed 
their own branches in turns and they have been 
in existence, under an unbroken of administrators. 
Of the subordinate branches of the Sringeri Peetha 
two have attained considerable vogue in this 
part (Andhra) of the country. Pushpagiri and 
Adhinava Virupaksha. (of which the author is the 
present incumbent). The lists of successive heads 
of these Peethas are all preserved in the respe- 
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ctive Peethns and reckoning back with the -help 
of these lists we can arrive at the time of the 
foundation of the Peethas. The copperplate inscri¬ 
ption of Emperor' Sudhanva proves that the year 
of the demise of Sri Sankara is -2663 ;of the 
Yudhishtira Era or. B. 0. ,477-76. The beginning 
of the Yudhishtira Era is the time of the Mali a. 
bharata War. It had already been proved to b0 
B. C. 3138. So Sri Sankara’s life works out to 
B. 0. 509 to B. C. 477-476,. Yudhishtira Era 
2662 + 476 = 3138 B. C. 

Fifth: Other inscriptions : 

1. In .gift deeds dated on the Gupta Era 
Mahaabharata War is referred to (Vide Fleet C II, 
120, 124, 129, 134, 139.) 

2. An inscription found in the temple of 
Madhukeswara in the villego Ban;; vasi in the 
North Canara district, is dated 168 of the Yudhi¬ 
shtira Era. It must have been inscribed in B. C. 
3138 — 168 = B.C. 2970. 

3. The inscriptions in the Bel gaum District 
of the Mysore State are dated on the Yudhishtira 
Era. (Vide Journey of Dr. Fleet through Mysore* 
Canara, and Malabar -III pp 231, 411.) 
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TOPIC - IX. 

OPINIONS OF HISTORICAL. SCHOLARS 

1. Dr. Wilson writes The general fact 
(is) that the dynasties prior to Krishna precede 
the time of the Great War and the beginning of 
the Kali age, both which events are placed five 
thousand years ago, (Vide Wilson’s Vishnupurana, 
London Edition P. P. LXIV and LXV). 

2. The Kumpandava War was fought 37 
years before Kali, that is 3139 B. C. (Vide History 
of Classical Sanskrit Literature by M. Krishna- 
machariar. Intro - XLIII). 

3. Encyclopaedia Brittanica 14th edition 5th 
volume p. 658; “The Kaliyuga Era is the principal 
Astronomical Beckoning of the Hindus. It is 
frequently, if not generally, shown in the Alma¬ 
nacs. Its initial point lay in 3102 B. C., and 
the year 5002 of Kali began in A. D. 1900”. 

4. The famous Mahammadan Astronomer 
Mr. Alberuni mentioned in his Indian History 
that 1031 A.D is equavalent to 4132 of Kali Era 
i. e. 3101 B. C., (Vide Alberuni’s India, translated 
by Dr. E. C. Sachaun, Ilnd vol, 49th chapter 5-7 
pages.) 

5. Mr. Lionel, D. Barnett in his book 
‘Antiquities of India’ Ed. 1913 published by Warner 
writes thus: 

16) 
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“The Kali Era is supposed, to begin from 
3102 B. 0.*’ (P. 04) 

“The present Age, which is the Kaliyuga is 
reckonod as having begun in the year 3102 B. C. 
(page 193). 

6. Prof : Buchanan mentions an inscription 
in the temple of Madhukesyara at, Banvasi in 
North Oanar i dated in the 168th year of Yudhi- 
shtira Era. (i. e., Yudhishtira Era begins With the 
year of the Mahabharata War 3138 B. C. — 168 
= 2970 B. C.) 

7. Prof. M. A. Trayer in his common lory on 
‘Rajatarangini’ also admitted and adopted this 
Kali Era which started inB.C. 3102. Mr.C. Y. Vaidya 
in his Epic History admitted that Kaliyuga 1 
is equivalent to 3101. B. C. 

8. The Nepala Rajavamsavali or the history 
of Nepal followed the same Kali Saka that star¬ 
ted in 3102 B. 0. (Yide Ind. Ant, Vol. XIIT. 
P. 411 ff) 

9. Dr. Buhler also admitted and adopted 
B. C. 3102 as the starting point of Kali Era and 
Kali 26 or 3076 B. C. as the starting Point of 
Loukika Era or the Saptarshi Era in his com- 
mentary on Nepal history and on the manuscript 
of Kashmir history (Rajatrangini). (Vide 
Indian Antiquary Yol V, 27th page ff. Ed. 
1876) 
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TOPIC - X 

NO INSCRIPTIONAL EVIDENCE 

TO THE ANC3ENT HISTORY OF BHARAT 

BY THE MODERN HISTORIANS 

It is wrong, to claim that the history of 
ancient Bharat, of the Eupopean Orientalists and 
their disciples, is based on the evidence of 
inscriptions. 

The 'Western Historians have claiming that 
they have based their histories of ancient Bharat 
on the evidence of available inscriptions. But it 
cannot be substantiated. The corner stone of the 
history of ancient Bharat, even for these European 
historians, is the date of the Mahabharata War. 
But they have not arrived at any clear determina¬ 
tion of it even up to now. They have been in¬ 
dulging in mere varied conjectures that it might 
have occurred in the 24th, 19th, 15th, 14th, 11th, 
or 9th century befoi’e Christ. For the rest, they 
have no other reliable source for their histories 
of ancient Bharat except the ‘Mahabharata’ and 
the Puranas. Their only contribution to the his¬ 
tory of ancient Bharat is the theory of the con¬ 
temporaneity of Alexander, the Greek conqueror 
and Maurya Ohandragupta, which is a baseless 
and wrong theory. They have no inscriptional or 
historical evidence to produce in favour of this 
theory. Indigenous historical literature, our 
pumas, indicate that Alexander’s contemporary in 
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India was Chandra Gupta of the Gupta dynasty 
who was reigning in B. C. 327 and could not be 
Chandragupta of the Manrya dynasty of Magadha 
who belongs to B. C. 1534. 

No evidence of any inscription lias been 
adduced for their determinations of the dates of 
the birth and demise of the Buddha. They have 
made false propaganda that there is mention of 
the year 164 in the Kharavela inscription but 
there is no mention of the year 164 or any other 
year in that inscription. There is no inscriptional 
or historical evidence to assign the inscriptions 
of Asoka to B. C. 272-36; no date is any where 
mentioned or referred to in any of the inscrip¬ 
tion. There in no evidence or authority for the 
assumptions of these European Orientalists that 
the Yona Kings mentioned in the inscriptions 
are Greek princes or that Yona means Greek. 
There is no menton of the word ‘Greek* in any 
of the inscriptions. There is no inscriptional evi¬ 
dence for the dates of the reigns of the differ¬ 
ent Kings of the various dynasties of Kings that 
ruled over the different parts of Bharat from 
the time of the Mahabharata War. The only 
authority for their accounts of all these reigns 
is our Puranas themselves. They are not aware 
of the Saka Era of B. C. 550 mentioned by 
Ya,rahamihira, or the Sri Harsha Saka of B. C. 
457 or the Malava Gana Saka of B. C. 725. They 
are not aware that the Gupta Era of B. C. 327 
started with tho reign of Chandragupta of the 
Gupta dynasty. They date it in A. D. 320 wrongly. 
Inspite of the vivid accounts of the historical 
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personages of Vikramarka and Salivahana in our 
Pnranas and in the indigenous histories of Kashmir, 
Nepal, and Magadha, they deny their historicity. 
There is no historical or inscriptional evidence in 
support of their pet theories or to confirm the 
writings of Ptolemy, Megasthenese and Henntsang, 
by which they set so much stare. They have no 
ancient inscription to show of any century prior to 
the Christian Era. So it is preposterous to propagate 
as they have been doing, that their histories of 
ancient Bharat have been based on the evidence of 
inscriptions. There is a strong belief among the 
scholars of the traditional type, in our country, 
that such ancient inscriptions, were destroyed 
deliberately, as soon as they were discovered, 
because they disproved their theories and false 
histories. There is no limit to the outrages 
perpetrated by them to reduce the antiquity of 
tbe history of ancient Bharat. If no inscription 
of any of the centuries before Christ was dis. 
covered, how could their histories of ancient 
Bharat of the Centuries before Christ be besed 
on the evidence of inscriptions? 

To know either the Bharata Yuddhakala or 
the Hindu dynasties and the periods for which 
they ruled, there is no other source than the 
Mahabharata, the Puranas and the Inscriptions 
shown in this book. They proved that Bharata 
Yuddhakala was 36 years before Kali or 3138 B. C- 
and listed out the various Hindu Dynasties that 
ruled continuously from the Mahabharata War 
3138 B.C. to the twelth century after Christ. 

17) 
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TOPIC - XI 

MOVEMENT OF THE SAPTARSHI MANDALA 

AND 

CONTEMPORARY OF ALEXANDER EXPLAINED 

The Kali a,go began in 13. C. 3102. The 
Mahabharata Wax occurred in B. C. 313S. The 
same year Parikshit was horn; and the Yudhish- 
tira Era was founded. 75 years befor Kaii the 
Constellation of the Seven Sages entered the 
region of the star Magha. The Constellation 
remains in each star region for a hundred years 
before passing over into the next star region. 
The authors of our Puranas, and our Astronomers 
have, by their references to the positisn of the 
Constellation of the Seven Sages in relation to 
the reigns of the kings that ruled over tin* coun¬ 
try managed to preventive as well as a, corrective 
to any discrepancy that may otherwise creep 
into their accounts of the reigns of the kings. 
The European Oreintalists were in the beginning’ 
unaware of the significance of this feature of 
the chronological references in our Puranas and 
consequently neglected and ignored it. But latcron 
they discovered that this was an unerring 
and indisputable authoritative instrument for 
detecting the erroneous chronological determina¬ 
tions propagated by them in their arbitrary his¬ 
torical writings with a view to deliberately 
reduce the antiquity of the history of ancient 
Bharat. They could not pooh pooh it. It is a 
natural measure and means of reckoning time. 
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It is based on science and can be verified by 
precise calculations. Mr. Pargiter was the first 
of the Modern Oreintalists of the Western schoal 
who attempted to find fault with it and justify 
their erroneous chronological determinations. 
But he has only exposed himself to ridicule by 
his outrageous attempt. Still his false theories 
and erroneous conclusions are deemed authorita¬ 
tive by our modern historians. They have not, 
been able to detect the mischief of which he 
was guilty. It is shown below. 

The connection between the basic facts of 
the history of ancient Bharat and the movement 
of the Constellation of the Seven sages is establi¬ 
shed in the verses given below 38, 39, 40, 41* 
and 47 of chapter 271 of the Matsya Purana. 

ti j^TTOrfiT^Tvr *r*55r«r i 

'TwItTT ii - (ire*-271.-38) 

" qfaluTEg OTisrrcg it|t 'T^ricP: 5*: 1 
SPTcP: ^RfTWpssTr SPTT^ETT II (" - 271-39 J 

” trttTfcTRT q-flfar^r: i 

5Rf**rar: 11 (” - 271-40) 

msrmts n*T3*: ii (” - 271-41) 

** srrfmrcg; wfcpsirfh Derain: 1 
cTcf: SHT?** U (” - 271.-47) 
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They mean From the time of birth of 
Parikshit i. e., the time of the Mahabharata War 
to the time of the coronation of Mnhapadma 
nanda, king of Magadha, it should be known 
that 1500 years passed. (38) 

In the same manner from the time of 
Mahapadmananda to the time of the Andhras 
who were Poulomas, in addition to the 1500, 
another 836 years passed. (39) - 

From the time of Parikshit to the time 
with the Andhras at the end, the interval is to 
be reckoned 1500+836 or 2336 years, according 
to the Sages well versed in Puranas. (40) 

(The expression ‘Andhrantaat’ in the above 
verse-40 is gramatically capable of two interpre¬ 
tations- one taking it as a Bahtivrihi samasa- ‘is 
the time with the Andhras at the end or the 
time up to the advent of the Andhras’ or taking 
it as Shasti Tatpnrusba- ‘as the time of the fall 
of the distruct!on of the Andhras or to the end 
of the reigns of the Andhras.’ But obviously the 
verse proposes to fix the times of the kings and 
not to foretell the destruction of any dynasty. 
It is clear by the next verso 41). 

By the time of the birth of Parikshit, the 
Seven Sages were in the star Krittika associated 
with the fire Gkxl Agni. In the time of the 
same Andhras, after completing a cycle of 27 
stars in 2700 years, they will he once again in 
in the same star Krittika and the cycle repeats 
itself. (271 - 41). 
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By the time of the 24th king of the Andhra 
dynasty Siva Satakarni, in Yudhishtira Saka 2705, 
they were in Krittika again, and the cycle repeats 
itself. The other Andhra kings (from the 25th 
to the 32nd) ruled for 106 years. So by the end 
of the Andhra dynasty from the time of the 
Mahabharnta War or the birth of Parikshit in 
B. C. 3138, (2705 + 106) or 2811 years passed. 
That is, the Andhra dynasty came to a close in 
B. C. (3138 - 2811) s= 327 B. C. That was the beginn¬ 
ing of the Gupta dynasty of Magadha. Alexander’s 
invasion of India is dated 326 B. 0. So his 

contemporary in India cou]d on]y be Chandra 

gupta of the Gupta dynasty and not Chandragupta 

of the Maurya dynasty. 

A careful study of the movement of the 
Contellation of the Seven Sages also proves the 
truth of the fact. 

When the Seven Sages are in the 24th star 
century the land will be subject to many evils. 
(Matsys 271 - 47). 

Verse 423 of chapter 99 of the Vayupurana 
states it more clearly thus: 

II Scctfhzfttr^TfcTT: 5fcf I 

armret ti (*ug 

18) 
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which means : At the time of the birth 
of Parikshit (ie. the time of the Mahabharata 
War the Seven Sages were in Magha. By th© 
time of the Andhras (the beginning of the rule 
of the Andhra dynasty) they reach the 24th star 
century. 

From the birth of Parikshit to the 
coronation of Mahapadma nanda 1500 years; 
but (if we add up the figures given for 
the reigns of the individual kings in the 
list in the Puranas it works out to). 1504 

From Mahapadma nanda to the begi¬ 
nning of the Andhra dynasty. 801 

”2305 

That is, after the birth of Parikshit, in the 
24th cetury the rule of the Andhra dynasty 
commences. By the time of 35th year of the 
Andhra rule, 2340 years pass since the Mahabharata 
War. Thereafter the length of the reigns of the 
Andhra Princes 460 years (2340 + 460 =) 2800 
years on the whole. 

The difference of eleven years is due to 
slight discrepancies in reckoning the reigns of the 
individual kings. If we add 11, we get 2811 
years from the time of the Mahabharata War to 
tho end of the Andhra dynasty. According to 
the V ay u pur ana also it is 2811 years. The movement 
of the Constellation of the Seven Sages therefore 
provided the authors of our Puranas with a valuable 
devise to correct slight discrepancies and indicates 
the broad intervals of time correctly. 
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The European historians of ancient Bharat 
identifying the Chandragupta known to have been 
the contemporary of Alexander in India in B. C. 326 
as Maurya Chandra-gupta, deliberately ignoring 
even the obvious possibility of his being the Gupta- 
Chandragupta, managed to reduce the antiquity 
of the history of ancient Bharat by 12 centuries 
at one stroke. Similarly and in pursuance there of» 
Mr. Pargiter has tried to discover some discrepancies 
in the references in our Puranas to the movement 
of the Constellation of the Seven Sages and to 
push forward the date of the Mahabharata War 
from B. C. 3138., by several centuries. The 
mischief perpetrated by Mr. Pargiter is exposed 
here below :— 

Mr. Pargiter’s “Dynasties of the Kali Age”. 

According to the historical accounts in the 
Puranas and the references to the movement of 
the Constellation of the Seven Sages the time of 
the Mahabharata War is fixed at 36 years before 
Kali or 3138 B. C> Mr. Pargiter alleges that the 
verse in the Parana is incorrect, and amends it 
deliberately to suit his own preconceived notions 
and calcultions. But his emendation does not carry 
conviction, on the other hand it proves rediculous. 
In his dynasties of the Kali Age, he quotes on 
page 59, the verse 271-41 of the Matsya Purana 
which gives the movement #f the Seven Sages, 
after completing the cycle of 27 stars in 2700 
years in the time of the same Andhra Kings- 
It means from the time of the Mahabharata War 
in B. C. 3138, up to the time of the 24th prince 
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of the Andhra royal dynasty the Seven Sages will 
move round the 27 stars in 27 centuries and come 
back to the same position. According to the Puranas 
by the end of the reign of the 24th king of the 
Andhra dynasty 2705 elapsed since the Mahahharata 
War. The reigns of the remaining eight kings 
of the Andhra dynasty from the 25th to the 32nd 
together make up 106 years. So by the end of 
the Andhra dynasty, the time that elapsed sine© 
the Mahahharata War works out to 2811 years. 
Mr. Pargiter alleges that the verse 271 - 41 of 
Matsya Purana is incorrect and emends it to 
suit his convenience. 

The first line of Matsya, 271-41 roads : 

The same sentence is found in the Vayu 

and Brahmanda Puranas with a slight variation 

“ sRTsfafcnrTsrTf: ^ 5icr i” 

which means: At that time (of the birth 

of Parikshit in 3138 B. C. the Seven Sages wore 

in the star century of Krittika (associated with 
the God Agni). Then the second line reads the 

same without any variation, in all the Puranas. 

41 sRfasrfb swpr: h” 

“After 2700 years, they will be again in the 
same star in the same Andhra period”. (The Reader 
may be puzzled to find it stated that the .Seven 
Sages were in Magha in Vayu 99-423 and i11 
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Krittika in Matsya 271-41) at some other places 
in the Puranas at the same time. But the seeming' 
inconsistency can he easily explained. The Constella¬ 
tion of Seven Sages is a long Constellation of 
Seven stars in a zigzag line. It is possible that 
in the course of its movement at any one time, 
if the star of the Constellation at one end is in 
one star, the star at the other end may be in 
another star and these who observe the position 
of the Constellation may note it with reference 
to the star at the one end or the star at the 
other end throughout consistently. Then there 
will be no difference in the intervals of time 
measured by the movement of the Constellation- 
A detailed account regarding the movement of 
this Constellation is given by Alexander Cunning¬ 
ham under the caption ‘Saptarshi Era’ on page 
17 of his Indian Eras, with the help of a table 
which is reproduced at the end of Chapter VI 
of this volume. 

The above verse 271-41 of the Mastya 
Purana has been emended by Mr. Pargiter to 
suit his intention to reduce the time of the 
antiquity of the Mahabharata War thus. His 
emended version reads 

sdlkTTflrt *pt im 

(Vide page 75 and foot-note 4 on page 59 
of his Kali Age). Which means : “Then, while 
Pratipa was reigning, the Seven Sages were in 
the star Pushyami”. The reason he alleges for 
emending the text of the Puranas is simply that 

19) 
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the text of the Parana seemed to him to be 
wrong*. But real]y there is nothing wrong with 
the text in the pnrana. He then explains the 
meaning of the verse as emended by him “The 
Great Bear was situated equally with regard to 
the lunar Constellation Pushyami while Pratipa 
was king. At the end of the Andhras who will 
be in the 27th century afterwards, the 03ml 0 

repeats itself.” 

“The Great Bear was conjoined with Magha 
in Pariksliit’s time for 100 years. It will be in 
(ie. Conjoined with) the 24th Constellation for 
100 years a,fc the termination of the Andhras” 
(Dynasties of the Kali Age page 75). 

Foot - Note 4 : “This statement read with 
the preceding statements would imply that some 
814 years are allowed for the interval between 
Pratipa and Parikshit. Thus Pratipa to Parikshit 
814 years*. Parikshit to Mahapadma Nanda 1050 
years, Mahapadmananada to the last Andhra king 
836 years, total 2700 years”. 

The Great Bear being in Pushyami, Pratipa 
reigning at that time, the interval from Pratipa 
to Parikshit being 814 years — — all these 
statements are entirely the concoction, inconsis¬ 
tent and obsurd of Mr. Pargiter and do not find 
a place anywhere in any Purana. Thus, with 
the help of his own unwarrented emendation of 
the verse in the Puranas Mr. Pargiter arrives at 
(2700 — 814) = 1886 years for the interval from 
the Mahabharata War to the end of the Andhra 
dynasty. The expression, in the Purana means 



MOVEMENT OF THE SAPTARSH1 MANDALA 75 

only at the time of the Andhras and not at oil 
‘at the termination of the Andhras’. Mr. Pargiter 
is obviously wrong in stating that the Great 
Bear took 814 years to move from Pushyami to 
Magha, a distance of only two sta,rs in two 
hundred years. 

The Modern history of ancient Bharat by 
European Orientalists and their Indian disciples 
is full of such atrocities deliberately perpetrated 
to mislead the people of Bharat and prevent 
them from ever knowing their real history. 
Countless such atrocities can be proved against 
Dr. Buhler in the histories of Kashmir and 
Nepal. The sentences in the footnote 4 by 
Mr. Pargiter can mislead only such students of 
Bharat as are not acquainted with Sanskrit. He 
says “This statement read with the preceding 
statements would imply that some 814 years are 
allowed for the interval between Pratipa and 
Pariksliit.” But in the preceding verses referred 
to there is no expression which could mean 814 
years, no mention of any Pratipa, or of the 
star Pushyami. It is all the concoction of his 
brain. 

Let' us concede, as Mr. Pargiter alleges 
that 10 Kings reigned from Pratipa to Pariksliit 
at the time of the Mahabharata War. The total 
period covered by their 10 reigns is according 
to him 814 years. In his criticism of the 
Chronological details in the Ptiranas, earlier in 
his volume ‘Kali Age’ he opines that a period 
of 1000 years assigned for the reigns of 32 kings 
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is excessive, and a period of 723 years for 16 
kings is absurd and therefore the statements in 
the Puranas with regard to time are unreliable. 
(Vide page 13 of his Kali Age.) 

How can he himself now suggest for the 
reigns of ten kings 814 years which works out 
at 814 years per reign? 

He has not hesitated further to allot 814 
years for the movement of the Great Bear from 
Pushyami to Magha a distance of two stars in 
the face of the recognised astronomical fact that 
the Great Bear takes one hundred years to 
move from one star to the next and two hundred 
years to move from Pushyami to Aslesha and 
then to Magha. 



AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 

TOPIC - XII 

FALSE PROPAGANDA OP THE 

EUROPEAN ORIENTALISTS 

That the Kali Yuga began in B-O. 3102 on 
the 20ih of February at 2-27’ -30” hours was 
known to all the European Orientalists from 
Sir William Jones who laid the foundations for 
the history of ancient Bharat in 1774 to Vincent 
A. Smith of 1915. They knew also the Maha- 
bharata War took place 36 years before Kali or 
in 3138 B. C. But they do not admit it openly. 
Still it is undeniable that it was known to them. 
Dr. Wilson disclosed to his European friends in 
1825 that the Saptarshi Era began in Kali 26, 
So all the three Eras dating from the Mahabha- 
rata War and the victory of Yudhishtira the 
Niryana of Sri Krishna and the advent of Kali 
and the Swargarohana of Yudhishtira and the 
passing of the Seven Sages from Magha into 
the next star were all well-known to the Euro, 
pean Orientalists, but, with the deliberate and 
intention of bringing forward the date of the 
Mahabharata War for reducing the antiquity of 
the history of ancient Bharat and to discredit 
the historical value of our Puranas, they do not 
profess the knowledge but appear to be ignorant 
of them. (Vide Vol. IV of Jone’s Works p.52 

20) 
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of the If 78 Edn., >n TLe Chronology of the 

Hindus’ •••• ’’The year 4891 Kali corresponds io 
1790 of the Christian Era.’') 

The later Orientalists were also aware of 
the commencement of the Kofi Era in 3108 B. C. 
But they have been consistently declaring all 
through that for the reconstruction of the chro¬ 
nology of the history of ancient Bharat there 
was no welknown event of definite date previous 
to the invasion of Alexander and therefore 
they were obliged to start with the identifica¬ 
tion of the contemporary of Alexander in India, 
at the time of his invasion in B. C. 326-321 and 
managed to identify Chandragupta of tho IVianrya 

Dynasty who really belongs to B. C. 1334 as 
the contemporary of Alexander in B. C., 324. 
Really the contemporary of Alexander was 
Chandragupta of the Gupta, dynasty. So their 
false propaganda began with tho statement of 

“No date or public event can he fixed before 
the invasion of Alexander”, of Elphinstone (Vide 
his History of India p. 11 in fifth Edition). 
Next Max-Mullor also declared similarly. (Vide 

pp. 3-8 of the 3 839 edition of Ids History of 
Ancient Sanskrit Literature and the same state¬ 
ment is repeated in Dr. Fleet’s article on ‘Epi¬ 
graphy In the Indian Empire’ Imperial Gazetteer 
of India, Vol. II. pp. 3-6). 

By such repeated false propaganda they 

have been able to mislead all stndets of ancient 
Indian history and by dating Chandragupta Maurya 
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of 1534 B. C. in B. C. 324, to reduce the antiquity 
of Ancient Indian History at the very beginning 
by 1534 — 324 = 1210 years. 

Sir William Jones himself has recorded that 
he knew that according to the Puranas the 
invasion of Alexander occurred after the reigns of 
the Satavahana kings of the Andhra dynasty. He 
has also stated his opinion that the end of the 
reign of the Andhra dynasty was in 452 B.C., 
obviously he was aware that Alexander invaded 
India in B. C., 326. In these circumstances to base 
the chronology of the history of ancient Bharat 
on the invasion of India of Alexander which does 
not find any place in any of our Puranas could 
only be the result of a deliberate intention to 
reduce the antiquity of our history and culture. 
(Vide Jone’s works Vol. IV- on the Chronology 
of the Hindus.) 
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TOPIC - XIII. 

HISTORY OF MAGADHA 

OR HISTORY OF MODERN ANCIENT INDIA 

Of all the countries in She work; Bharat 
has the most ancient history and culture. To 
reduce the antiquity of its history and culture 
first the Christian Missionaries and then the so 
called Orientalisls, deliberately conspired and 
plotted. The French savant Louise Jaccoliot 
writes in his ‘Bible-le-Indi’ “The Reverend 
Fathers, Jesuits, Fransicians, Sr anger Missions 
and other corporations unite with touching har¬ 
mony in India to accomplish a work of Venda- 
lism, which it is right to denounce as well to 
the learned world as to Oriontdists. Every 
manuscript, every Sanskrit work tint falls 
into thoir hands is immediately condemned and 
consigned to the flames. Needless to say that 
the choice of those gentlemen always falls from 
preference upon those of the highest .antiquity, 
and whose authenticity may appear incontesta¬ 
ble”. . 

“Every new arrival receives a formal order 
so to dispose of all that may fall into Lis hands. 
Happily, happily, the Brahmins do not open to 
them tho secret stores of their literary wealth, 
Philosophic and religious.” (Vide Louise Jaccoliot’s 
Biblo-le-Indi aid Mr. N. Chidambora lyyer’s 
Varahnmihira’sBrihatSamliila English Trans¬ 
lation, Introduction p.2 foot note) 
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Sumitra, king of Ayodhya, of the Ikshvaku 

dynasty and Kshemaka, king of Hastinapura both 

passed away childless in Kali 1504 or B. C., 1634. 

So the Kingdom of Magadha gained ascendancy 

and the kings of Magadha became the Emperors 

of Bharat. The history of Magadha is thus 

narrated in the Pur anas : - 

it “*mir i 
srhnfsr u” 

” "'pBTOIRf eRTTCta H*TT TT3JT II 

When Sahadeva (son of Jarasandha and 
king of Magadha) was killed in the Mahabharata 
War his cousin Somadhi (alias Somapi) wag 
crowned at Girivraja, capital of Magadha. He 
ruled over Magadha for 58 years. His son Sruta- 
srxva ruled for 61 years after him. Thus they 
(the Puranas) proceed to mention 22 kings and 
the periods of their reigns and then it is stated 
that these 22 kings of the dynasty ruled in all 
for 1000 years on the whole. But when we total 
up the figures for the individual reigns of the 
22 kings, after collating the accounts in the 
various Puranas, and add them up, the total 
works out to 1006 years. The difference of 6 
years is comparatively insignificant. Thus accor¬ 
ding to similar carefully worded and consistent 
accounts in the Puranas. 

21) 
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22 kings of the Barhadrndha 

d,mas ty ruled for 1006 years 

after that 5 kings of Pradyota 

dynasty ruled for 138 years 

after that 10 kings of the Sismmga, 

dynasty ruled for 360 years 

after that 2 kings of the Nanda 

dynasty ruled for 100 years 

1604 years 

It was then, after the Wandas, that 
Chandragupta - Maurya became the king of 

Magadha. His time therefore works out to the time 
of the Mahabharata War B. C. 3138 - 1604 = 1534 

B. C. But the European Orientalists pretend 
ignorance of the Kali Era or the time of the 

Mahabharata War, introduce the date 324 B. C., 
of Alexander’s invasion of India, and pretending 
to identify Chandragupta founder of the Maurya 
dynasty as the contemporary of Alexander in 

India, fix the date of Chandragupta Maurya at 
B. C. 324. Thus they have managed to reduce 
the antiquity of the ancient history of Bharat 
and push forward its entire chronology by 1534-324 

= 1210 years. In consequence of this initial 
mischief the date of every well-known event in 

the history of Bhai*at is rendered doubtful and a 
subject of controversy. The turth is the contem- 
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porary of Alexander was not Chandragupta of the 
Maurya dynasty but Chandragupta of the Gupta 
Dynasty. 

If we correctly identify the contemporary 
of Alexander as Chandragupta of the Gupta 
dynasty and reckoning the periods of reigns of the 
kings of the several royal dynasties of Magadha 
as given in Puranas, proceed backwards, the time 
of the Mahabharata War works out correctly to 
B. C. 3138. So if this fundamental error in the 
identification of the contemporary in India of 
Alexander the Great, be rectified we can arrive 
at a correct chronology for the entire history of 
ancient Bharat. Such a chronology is available 
in the previous publications of this author 
‘Ancient Hindu History Parts I and II.” 

There is no evidence of inscriptions or 
coins or reliable history for this theory of the 
contemporaneity of Alexander the Great and 
Chandragupta of the Maurya dynasty of Magadha 
advanced as proved fact by these European 
Orientalists and their disciples. The independent 
evidence they are able to cite in support of their 
theory, is the reference in the writings of a 
Chinese pilgrim who visited India thousands of 
years after Maurya Chandragupta, evidently based 
on the information he was able to gather from 
his chance companions on the way with his 
cursory acquaintance with their language. These 
references of a foreign trveller based on hearsay 
are held as authoritative evidence for the history 
of ancient Bharat. But the writings of Sri Veda 
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Vyase, regarded by tbo people of Bharat as a very 
incarnation of God, wlio was an oyc witness to 
the Mahabliarata War and reduced what he actually 
saw to writing in the. great National Epic of India, 
the Mahabliarata and the other Puranas, revered 
as sacred religious treatises throughout the country 
all these centuries down to the present time, are 
rejected by these European Orientalists as unreliable 
and invalid as evidence for history. In the law 
of no country do we find any the best importance 
attached to hearsay evidence. But it is such hearsay 
evidence that is held as the supreme authority 
for the ancient history of Bharat. The European 
Orientalists and their superstitious followers 
among Indian historians and students and profe¬ 
ssors of history are now filled with such reve¬ 
rence for the modern false history af ancient 
Bharat whose foundation are based on such flimsy 
evidence, that they are not prepared to con¬ 
sider the evidence of inscriptions, if it goes 
against the false and erroneous determinations 
of their history. 
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TOPIC - XIV, 

HISTORY OF KASHMIR 

Kalhana, a scholar and son of a Chief 
Minister of the State of Kashmir, wrote a history 
of Kashmir in the Sanskrit language. In the 
introductory verses he describes the procedure and 
principles followed by him in writing his history. 

u ufar ^rtfar^fh \ 

n cRfhfvr i-8) 

arefesprsy vt??5rfesRr^5 ^ u { " ” I-9) 

” wmfkwfki cr?m?r?frf^T«isr«T^ i 

*R>SIU: II ( ” ” 1-1,0) 

Which means: “I am rewriting the history 
previously written by the ancients (earier writers); 

but (on that account) it should not be ignored or 
neglected without noting the purpose (it is inten¬ 

ded to serve). The histories of the aneient kings 
were recorded each by scholars contemporary to 

the king, and eye-witnesses with first hand know, 
ledge of the events of the kings reign. They 

wrote them in separate volumes and made their 
exit from this world. But the historians of recent 

22) 
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*imes compiled those records of eyewitnesses into 
continnons treatises, but included in them rumours 
and beliefs current in their times and ane¬ 
cdotes gathered by them from hearsay. By the 
incorpora,tion of such hearsay matter, several 
inconsistencies and mutual contradictions arose in 
their histories. In doing so there is neither 
dexterity nor intellect. Therefore, in writing 
this ancient history, my main purpose is to 
remedy such errors and correct those con 1 radiations, 
with the help of old records, gift deeds, inscrip¬ 
tions etc., that are at my disposaj. Several 
scholars such as Suvrata, Chavillakr ra, and others 
had attempted before me. There are eleven such his¬ 
tories by previous scholars. I have studied care¬ 
fully these eleven histories, and in addition tho 
Neela Purana by Neel a, Muni, the inscriptions of 
the ancient kings, the learned (scientific) treatises 
produced in their times, the songs of the court 
poets in which the qualities and achievements of 
the kings were celebrated, and I am, with this 
eqipment, endeavouring in this volume, to produce 
a true correct history of Kashmir.” 

Thus Kalhana prefaces his history in the 
8th, 9th and 10th verses of the 1st chapter of 
his Raja.tarangini. He never meddled with tho 
lists of the kings of the periods of their reigns- 
He has simply eschewed the hearsay matter 
incorporated by later writers with the authentic 
records of the original writers who were eyewitnesses 
with first hand knowledge of what they wrote 
about. Evidently ho hold that hearsay information 

cannot he valid matter for history. 
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The histories of India prepared by the 
European Orientalists are all mainly based on 
such hearsay evidence held to be the most valid 
authority for historical purposes. These European 
Orientalists have further rejected as invalid and 
unauthorative the indigenous historical writings 
in our epic ‘The Mahabharata’ and the Puranas 
etc., written by eye witnesses like Veda Vyasa. 
On the same principle they have rejected the 
Rajatarangini of Kalhana as a historical document 
of questionable validity. Alleging that he deviated 
in places from the earlier histories on which he 
based his history, they have altogether rejected, 
the first three Tarangas or chapters of his 
Rajatnrangini, and interpolating and emending 
his text in several places in the subsequent 
Tarangas, to suit the determinations of their own 
histories based on fantastic theories and hearsay 
evidence, managed to reduce the antiquity of the 
history of Kashmir, as they did similarly, with 
regard to the history of Magadha, by 1200 years. 
The process by which they manoeuvred this nefa¬ 
rious achievement is given below. 

According to the history of Kashmir, the 
king who was on the throne about the time of 
the Mahabharata War, Gonanda I, was related 
to Jarasandha king of Magadha. He hrd joined 
his relation Jarasandha in the latter attack on Sri 
Krishna and seize of Madhura, and Taking part 
in the battle with his armies, died on the battle 
field there, at the hands of Balarama. His son 
Da.modara I who succeeded him to the throne of 
Kashmir attended the Swayamavara or function 
arranged for the choice of husband by the daughter 
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of the king of Gandhara, attempted to interfere 
with the programme and was therefore killed 
there by Sri Krishna himself. Then Lord Sri 
Krishna proceeded to Kashmir and clearing the 
doubts of the ministers of the state who were 
hesitating to place a woman on i he throne, arran¬ 
ged for the crowning of Damodara’s wife who 
was then carrying. In a faw months the queen 
gave birth to a male child who was named as 
Gonanda II, and the ministers placed the child 
on the throne and crowned him (Gonanda IIP 
It was only a short time thereafter that the 
Mahabharata War occurred. But as the king of 
Kashmir was a minor, neither of the contesting 
parties, the Kauravas and the Pandavas, sought 
his help, according to our history. He was then 
only a child of two in B. C.» 3138. So he must 
have been born in B. C. 3140. According to Kal- 
hana, the coronation of Gonanda III, a later 
king of the same dynasty, was celebrated 2330 
years before the time of Kalhana himself, who 
was writing in 1148 A. D., ie, in (2330 - 1148) = 
1182 B. C. The 12th king after him (Gonanda III 
of the same dynasty was Mihira Kula. He was 
a true Kshatriya. He belonged to B. 0. 704 to 
B. C. 634. The European Orientalists hold that 
Torn, mane, a prince of the eighteenth generation 
among his (Mihirakula’s) descendents who really 
belonged fco B. C. 16, was the father of Mihira- 
kula and that this Toramana was a Huna 
(a foreigner - non Indian) and profess that they are 
unaware of the region from which these Hunas 
came over to India, or their previous history or 
dynasty. These are obviously fantastic fictions 
and absolutely false stories. Their attempt is to 
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push forward this (alleged) foreign king af Kashmir 
‘Mihirakuia’ from B. G. 704-634 to A. D. 632 ie., 
by 13 centuries and taking this date of Mihira- 
ku]a as the corner stone for the chronology of 
the history of Kashmir, rs their date 324 B. C. 
for Chandragupta Maurya for the chronology of 
the history of Magadha, and thus reduce the 
antiquity of the entire history of Kashmir and 
ancient Bharat by 12 or 13 centuries, on the whole. 

In support of this theory of theirs they refer 
to the inscriptions nos, 164, 165 of Mandnsar. But 
there is no date in either of them. And they are 
spurious, manoeuvred by them to justify their 
fantastic assumptions (Vide History of Kashmir 
by this Author). Here is the true story or Toramana. 
The king of Kashmir, of the 17th generation 
among his descendents, of Mihirakuia who was a 
genuine Bharatiya and Kshatriya was Pravara- 
Sena. He had two sons by name Hiranya and 
Toramana, princes of the 18 sh generation after 
Mihirakuia of the royal dyansty of Kashmir. In 
time, on the death of Pravarasena Hiranya the 
elder of the two became the king. Toramana 
functioned as Ynvr.raja or Crown prince and 
attended to part of the task of the administration 
of the kingdom. For gererations, the image of a 
female deity ‘Praia’ had been inscribed on the 
coins of the realm. ‘Baala’ was the special chosen 
deity of the royal family of Kashmir. Toramana 
withdrew from circulation the coins bearing the 
image of the diety ‘Baala’ and reminted them 
with his own image instead and introduced the 

23) 
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new coins into the currency. The king came to 
know of this freak, indulged in by the Crown- 
prince without his sanction took offence and 
objection to the innovation and put Torama.no, in 
prison. The wife of Toramana was also living with 
the prince, with the permission of the king. In 
course of time she was confined and for the 
confinement she was sent by Toramana secretly 
to a potter in whom he had especial confidence. 
There, in the potter’s house, the princes was deli¬ 
vered of a male child who was named after his 
grandfather, ‘Pravar i. - Sena IT. Toramana later 
died in the prison. King Hiranya also died childless 
in A. D. 14. Mean-while Pravarasena II, the son 
of Toramana had started with his mother on a 
tour to the sacred places of pilgrimage. So there 
was no king on the throne or a suitable prince 
with any claim to be placed on the throne- 
Vikramadit.ya king of TJjjam had established him¬ 
self the acknowledged Emperor of Bharat by that 
tit\io. To avoid the danger of anarchy, the ministers 
of the kingdom of Kashmir sent up a petition 
to him to nominate suitable ruler for their state. 
“Emperor Vikramaditya” nominated Mathrugupta, 
a distinguished poet in his court, also known for 
his administrative talent, and sent him to rule 
over Kashmir in A. D. 14. This is the detailed 
account of the episode of Tor~mnna in the first 
3 Taranges of Kalhana’s History of Kashmir. 

This part of history, ns the other parts, was 
evidently based on valid sources, as professed by 
Kalhana in the prefatory verses I- 8, 9, 10 of 
Kalhana, describing the principles and procedure 
he chose to adopt for his history. From the account 
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in Kalhana’s history, Hiranya and Toramana 
jointly administered the country, Kashmir, from 
B. C. 16 to A. D. 14. Yikramarka nominated a king 
for Kashmir, in his capacity as suzerain, being 
the Emperor of Bharat. Mihirakula and Toramana 
were both Kshatriyas and princes of the royal 
family of Kashmir. Vikramaditya was Emperor 
of Bharat. Alleging that Kalhana tampered with 
his authorities in these portions the Europan 
Orientalists have rejected just these three Tarangas, 
which contain such important historical facts, as 
invalid for historical purposes. They profess to 
write the history of Kashmir relying on Kalhana’s 
text from the 4th Taranga onwards. They have 
been indulging in the false propaganda that 
Vikramarka of the 1st century A. D., is not a his¬ 
torical personage at all, and the Saka named 
after him was not founded by any such Emperor. 
This mischief has not yet been discovered by our 
Indian historians. Mihirakula and Toramana were 
Kshatriya princes of Kashmir in Bliarat. They 
were not Hunas or foreigners. Hunas never ruled 
over any part of Bharat. Vikramaditya ruled as 
Emperor of Bharat from B. 0. 82 to A. D. 19. 
The history of Kashmir concocted by Dr. Buhler 
and Stein is a heap of falsehoods and miserepresenta- 
tions. We hove to discard them and for a true 
history of Kashmir, rely entirely on Kalhana 
duly edited. 

The Story of the coins with the image of Toramana 

‘Emperor Vikramaditya’ who had nominated 
Matrugupta as the king of Kashmir, passed away 
at the ripe old age of 120 years in A. D., 19 at 
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tljjain. Filled wills grief at the demise of his 
friend and patron, Matrugupta renounced the 
throne of Kashmir, took holy orders, went to 
Benaras and died there. By this time Pravarasena II 
son of Tor am ana had returned to Kashmir, with 
his mother, after completing the tour of pilgrimage 
to all the sacred shrines in the country. The 
ministers of the staie therefore crowned him king 
at once and he proved a very able monarch. He 
even conquered the whole of the Tndo-gangetic 
valley, central India and western India and ruled 
as a mighty king over all the regions, according 
to Kalhana. Throughout the vast dominions over 
.which he exercised power, the coins herring the 
image of his father were current. So as they wore 
current coin in use in Western and Central India 
many of them have been discovered in the regions 

in modern times. But Mihirakula and Toramana, 
were not Hunas, no Huna ever ruled over this 
part of India. The hearsay reports that a Chinese 
traveller in India in the 7th century A. D., had 
met Mihirakula could not bo true. How could the 
Chinese traveller of the 7th century A. D. meet 
Mihirakula who belonged to 704-634 B.C? Such false 
statements must have been deliberately interpolated 
by Dr. Beal and other European Orientalists, in 
the Chinese manuscripts with the intention of 
gaining support for their false history of ancient 
Bharat. That is why, they have been carrying 
on incessant propaganda that the indigenous his- 
torioal writings like the Puranas, Kashmir and 

Nepal histories etc., were not reliable and tho 
accounts of foreign traveling? have to he treated as 
authoritative evidence forythe history of ancient 
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Bharat. But the statements alleged to be found in 
the writings of foreigners, which contradict the 
statements in our indigenous historical writings 
like histories of Kashmir and Nepal, Magadhat 
Epics and the Puranas, should be taken for recent 
interpolations and rejected and not held autho- 
ritative evidence. 
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TOPIC - XV. 

HISTORY OF NEPAL 

Confusion of the Eras ; Misinterpretations 

of inscriptions 

Among- the Royal dynasties of Nepal, the 
fifth was a Solar Dynasty. There are 31 kings 
in the list of Kings of this dyntsty. Of them 
the 27th is Sivadeva Varma. It is stated in the 
History of Nepal that this Sivadeva Varma was 
corwned king- in Kali 2764. Three inscriptions 
of his have been discovered Nes. 12, 13, 14 of 
the Nepal inscriptions. In the inscription No 12, 
the coronation of Sivadeva Varma. is dated 
the year 119 of the Sri Harsh a Era (of 457 B. 0) 
Kali 2764 or Sri Harsha 119 corresponds to B. C. 
338. There is thus agreement with regard to this 
date between the history of Nepal and this 
inscription. But the European Orientalists, alleg¬ 
ing that the date on the Kali Era In the history 
of Nepal is wrong, and that the Sri Harsha Saka 
(B.C. 457} of the inscription is a supposed Sri 
Harsha Siladitya Era commencing in A. D. 606, 
assign the coronation of Sivadeva Varma to A. D. 
606 + 119 = A. D. 725, and thus by bringing for¬ 
ward the coronation of Sivadeva Varma from 
B.C. 338 to A.D. 725, reduce the antiquity of the 
entire history of Nepal by 1063 years, and by 
further reducing the periods of the reigns of the 
kings wherever possible, on the whole reduce the 
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antiquity of the Chronology of the history of 
Nepal, as they did with the Chronology of the 
history of Kashmir and Magadha by 1200 years. 

The last king of the Solar dynasty is Viswa- 
deva Varma. He ruled over Nepal from Kali 2950 
to 3001. He had no male issue. He ^gave his 
on]y daughter in marriage to Amsumantha of the 
Thakore dynasty who succeeded Viswadeva Varma 
to the throne of Nepal and ruled over the country 
from Kali 3001 to 3069 or B. C. 101 - 33 B. C. He 
belongs to the sixth dynasty, (the Thakore dynasty! 
and the sixth king after Sivadeva Varma who 
was crowned in B. C. 338 and he was crowned 
237 years subsequently in B. C. 101. During Ms 
reign, in Kali 3045 or B. 0. 57, according to the 
Nepala Raja Vamsavali, or indigenous history of 
Nepal, Emperor Vikramaditya of Ujjain visited 
Nepal, and founded the Vikrama Era in 58-57 B. C., 
and the inauguration of the new Era was cele¬ 
brated there. (Vide Indian Antiquary Vol. XIII 
P. 411 ffb 

But Dr. Buhler, one of the European Orienta¬ 
lists who hold that there was no such Emperor 
Vikramaditya, he is only fictitious and not a his¬ 
torical personage, in order to ignore the reference 
to the visit of Vikramaditya to Nepal in the 
history of Nepal, introduces an account of the 
Chinese traveller in this connection and alleges 
that he learnt in response to an enquiry made by 
him, from his friend Dr. Beal who had made 
a study of the Chinese language and the Chinese 
manuscripts, that according to the Chinese man- 
scripts of the record of the travels in India of 



96 THE AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 

Heuntsang he visited Nepal in A, D. 637, and 
that he was then tolcl there that at the very time 
or a short time previously there was a powerful 
king there of the name Amsumantha or ‘Amshu- 
famo' in Chinese of the manuscript. He therefore 
infers the Amsumania, King of Nepal must have 
probably passed away a little previous to the visit 
of Heuntsang in A. D. 637 or just at the time, 
and we may date the time of Amsumania in 

A. D. 637 and describes the statement in the Nepal a 
Raja Vamsavaii that Amsumantha was crowned in 
101 B. 0. as a false statement due to a desire 
on the part of the author of the work to increase 

, the antiquity of the history of his country. Thus 
he manoeuvred (Dr. Buhler) to push forward the 
time of king Amsumantha of B. 0. 101 to A. D. 637, 
and denies the historicity of Emperor Vikrama- 
ditya of Ujjain who visited Nepal during the 
reign of this Amsumantha in B. C. 57, and dis¬ 
credits altogether the part of the Nepala Raja 
Vamsavaii which mentions these events and dates. 

In the intoxication of the apparent success 
he was able to achieve in his nefarious attempt 
Dr. Buhler has committed himself to several absurd 
and mutually inconsistent chronological determina¬ 
tions, unaware that he was disprooving his own 
theory. He has pushed forward the date of the 
coronation of Sivadeva Yarma from B. C. 338 to 
A. D. 725. He has also fixed the time of the 
coronation of Amsumantha, the king of the sixth 
generation after him, which should come off 237 
years afterwards ie. according to his own deter¬ 
mination of the date of Sivadeva Yarma’s coro- 
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nation in A. D., 725, in A. D.j 962, strangely in 
A. D. 637. Is it not absurd, and self contradic¬ 
tory ?. 

Evidently he resorted to this absurd deter¬ 
mination to lend plausibility to the interpolation 
he had managed to effect, through his friend 
Dr. Beal, in the Chinese manuscript of the account 
of Heuntsang’s travels and to enhance its value as 
evidence for the history of Bharat; and he relied 
confidently upon the uncritical blind faith of 
Indian historical scholars, in the veracity and 
wisdom of the European Orientalists ; for their 
swallowing the mutual inconsistency in his own 
statements. As he anticipated, though a century 
has passed since, our Indian historical scholars 
continue to repeat his inconsistent statements 
Parrot-like as though they were sacred texts and 
to believe implicitly that our own indigenous 
historical writings are all unreliable without 
realising or even suspecting the mischief perpe¬ 
trated by these European Orientalists. It is to 

render it possible and convenient to attempt such 
mischief and to distort the truth and reduce the 
antiquity of the history of Bharat by the con¬ 
coction of false and baseless theories of their 

own. That they have been proclaiming incessantly 
that the accounts of the foreign travellers 
are more respectable authorities for the recon¬ 
struction of our ancient history than the indige¬ 
nous historical writing and interpolating absurd 
statements in them to show our indigenous 

25) 
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histories to be unreliable. It is clear, with this dis¬ 
cussion of the mischief attempted in connection 
with the history of Nepal, that the alleged writings 
of Heuntsang, the opinions of Dr. Beal, the his¬ 
tory of Nepal by Dr. Buhler and other writings 
of the European Orientalists are all unreliable. 
Almost all the chronological determinations in the 
so-called modern histories of ancient Bharat are 
wrong and no true history of ancient Bharat can be 
reconstructed unless we proceed on the basis of the 
material avilable in our Puranas and start with the 
Mahabharata War of B. C. 3138 as the foundation 
for our chronology. 



AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 
TOPIC - XVI. 

HISTORICITY OF VIKR AMADITYA 

The Emperor Vikramaditya was born to 
Gandharvasena Maharaja in B.C. 101 and belongs 
to the Panwar dynasty. He was crowned king 
at Ujjain in B. C. 82 when he was 19 years of 
age. He reigned for a full century (a hundred 
years) and passed away at Ujjain in A. D., 19. 
He conquered the whole of Bharat and reduced 
all the kings to the status of tributary princes 
under his suzeraeinty and ruled as Emperor. 
(His history is given in detail according to the 
account in the Bhavishya Mahapurana, by this author 
in chapter VII of his ‘Chronology of Ancient Hindu. 
History pt I). It is found recorded in the history of 
Nepal that he marched with his armies into NepV 
in B. 0., 57, incorporated that kingdom, (the N^ 
thern-most in Bharat) also into his Empire, an- 
having thus completed his conquest of the whole 
of Bharat, founded a new Era after him there in 
Nepal in Kali 3045-44 or B. C. 57. (Vide Indian 
Antiquary Vol XIII, p. 411 ff). 

Even in the history of the kingdom of 
Magadha there is a detailed account of the kings 
of the Agni dynasties in the Bhavishya Purana 
in connection with the four royal dynasties of 
Pramara, Chayahani, or Tomara, Sukla or 
Chalukya, Pratihara or Parihara, that ruled over 
the country after the kings of the Gupta dyanasty* 
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II Is further stated there that the eighth 
king of the Pramara dynasty, Vikramaditya con- 
qnerd the Gupta kingdom of Magadha also and 
became the Emperor of Bharat. But the Euro¬ 
pean Orientalists have ignored this portion of the 
text and denied any place to the kings of all 
the Agni dynasties in their histories of Bharat. 

Therea fter, the 11th king of the same dyna¬ 
sty Salivahana defeated the Sakas, the foreign 
invaders and founded another Era after his own 

name in Kali 3179 or A. D., 78 according to the 
Bhavishya Purana. The 21st king of the same 

Pramara dyansty is king Bhoja of the glorious 
literary tradition. In the battle which took place 
in A. D., 1193 between Prithviraj, of the Tomara 
dynasty, king of Delhi and Mahammad Ghori, the 

king of all these four Agni dynasties (known other¬ 
wise as Brahma-Kshatras) took part in the fight 
to preserve, the freedom of the country and lost 
their lives. The history of all these kings of all 

these dynasties has been suppressed. There is 
ample evidence of the historicity of Emporor Vikra¬ 
maditya in the indigenous histories of Magadha, 

in Jyotirvidabharana, in Jyotisha Phala Ratnamala, 
in the Bhashya of (or commentary! the Satapatha 
Brahmana. (Vide the Authors “Chronology of 
Kashmir History Reconstructed, from 173 to 222 
Pages Ed. 1956.) The writings of the European 
Orientalists who indulge in the propaganda that this 
famous Emperor of India of illustrious tradition 
was only a fictitious personage, that his equally 
famous deseendent, who also became an Emperor 
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and founded his own Era, Salivahana was also a 
fictitious personage, are all false propagandist 
hi stories. 

Our Indian Astronomers prepare their 
Almanacs (Native Annual Calendars'! from year 
to year reckoning from the Commencement of 
Kali Yuga till to this date. These Almanacs are 
in use throughout the country in all all the States. 
Ail the Hindus specify this time according to the 
Kali Saka when they begin the traditional rites 
prescribed for them. 

A. D., 1959 English Calendar year will 
he 5060 Kaliyuga and 2015-16 Yikrama Saka and 
1881 Salivahana Saka. 

If from Kali Saka, the Vikrama Saka 
2016 years deducted, we get (5060 — 2016) = 3044 
Kali Saka or 57 B. C., which will be the starting 
point of Vikrama Saka. Similarly if we deduct 
1881 years of Salivahana Saka from Kali Saka 
5060 we get (5060 — 1881) = 3179 Kali Saka or 
A. D. 78 which will be the starting point of 
Salivahana Saka. 

This proof is enough to show that they 
are not fictitious personages. 

In “Siddhanta Siromani” (Kalamanadhyay 
28 verse) written by himself Bhaskaracharya^ 
while discussing the calculation of time prevelent 
during his period spoke about Vikrama and K uL 
Saka as given below. 

0“.\ 
e-C ] 
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This moans “That 3179 years in Kaiiyuga 
will be the end of Vikmma Saha’’. 

The beginning of Yikrama Bako. will be 
Kali 3044 years or 57 Ik C., ami tb.e end of Vikrina 
Era will be the beginning of Salivahana Saka. 
When a new Era begins the previous Era is 
considered to come to a close. So 31.79 Kali will 
be 78 A. D., and this is the beginning of Salivahana 
Saka. If we deduct from Kali 3179 the Vikrama 
Saka 3044, we get a period of 135 years. Therefore, 
this calculation, beyond doubt, confirms the truth 
of the existence of Vikramrdii.ya in 57 B. C., and 
the starting of his Era, togef or with the living 
of Salivahana in 78 A. D., end the establishing 
of his Saka. Salivahana was the great Grand son 
of Vikramarka. So it is evident that Yikramnditya 
was born in Kali 3001 year or 101 B. C., his 
Coronation took place in Kali 3020 year or 82 B. C., 
and the Vikrama Saka was founded in 3044 Kali 
or 57 B. C. He got dedications of works in 
Kali 3068 (33 B. C.,) and in Kali 3114 (13 A. Dp 
from Kalidasa and others. He made Matrngupta, 
king of Kashmir in Kali 3115 year or 14 A. D., 
Vikramaditya went to heaven in Kali 3120 year 
or 19 A. D. 

Indisputable statements which prove the 
authenticity and Historicity of Emperor Vikrama¬ 
ditya will be publihod shortly. 
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TOPIC - XVII. 

SiR WILLIAM JONES, 

PROF. MAX — MULLER AND MR. TROVER 

It was Sir William Jones that first laid 
the foundations in A. D., 1774 for the Modern 
(false) history of ancient Bharat. He had travelled 
in central Asia and there secured possession of a 
document known as the ‘Dabisian Paper’ in Bactria, 
containing a list of the kings of the Royal Dynasties 
of Bactria. They are all Hindu kings. The document 
shows that previous to the conquests of Alexander 
in 327 B- C., 153 kings of the dynasty had ruled 
over Bactria for over 6000 years. So it turned 
out that the history of the culture and civilisa¬ 
tion of Bharat has been in existence for over 
6000 years before Alexander and for 2100 years 
after Alexander up to the time of Sir William 
Jones, altogether for 8100 years. The discovery 
really filled him with astonishment. 

Thereafter he proposed to reconstruct the 

history of Ancient Bharat and for that purpose 
proceeded to Calcutta and there met Pandit 
Radhakant and asked for information regarding 
dynastic lists of kings of Bharat if any such 
were available in our Puranas. The Pandit gave 
him the lists of the Royal dynasties in the Srimad- 
bhagavata. Jones took them down in writing and 
published the same. (Vide Jone’s Works, Vol. IV 
On the Chronology of the Hindus). 



104 THE AGE OF THE MAMABHARATA WAF} 

Pandit Radhakanta started with the time 
of the Mahabharaia, War in R. 0. 31W and grave 
the lists of king's of the Royal dynasties of 
Magadha from that time. The first dynasty that 
ruled in Magadha, after the Mahabharata kYar 
was the Barhadradha dynasty. T..o kings of ..lie 
dynasty numbered 23, Tbev ruled in mR for a 
thousand years. Then the Pradyota dynasty was 
the next to occupy tl’.e throne. The five kings 
of this dynasty ruled for 138 years in all, the 
third was the Sisunaga dynasty (10) kings which 
remained in power for 360 years, the fourth was 
tho Hand a dynasty (9 kings as two generations) 
which held power only for 100 years. Then as 
the fifth dynasty the Maury.:s seized the throne 
and came into power. AH this information 
Sir William Jones gathered from the Bhagavata. 
In the same manner he learned, noted and 
published that the sixth, the Snnga dynasty, the 
seventh the Kaanva and the eighth tho Andhra 
dynasty ruled in Magadha in succession and tho 
last king of the Andhra dynasty was Ohandrabija 
or Chandra Sri. He died in B. C. 462. Tims far 
he could proceed with the information available 
in the Bhagavata. The succeeding royal dynasties 
were not available to him with Bhagavata. It did 
not occur to him that he might refer to the 
other Puranas. After tho close of tho rule of 
the Andhra dynasty, Alexander invaded India 
in B. C., 326. 

TIiis was the history of ancient Bharat 
which he could learn. He learnt from Pandit 
Radhakant and recorded, in his history the details 
of the periods of the several kings ami of the 



SIR WILLIAM JONES, PROF. MAX — MULLER.... 105 

different royal dynasties beginning with the 
advent of Kali in B. C. 3102. But he could not 
relish the fact of such great antiquity of the 
history of Bharat, refused to recognise the histori¬ 
cal truth of the Barbed rad ha dyne sty, alleging 

that it was perhaps concocted by the Brahmins 
to increase che antiquity of the history of their 
country, rejected the 22 kings of the Barhadradha 
dynasty and their period of 1000 years occupied 
by their reigns and began his history of Bharat 
with the pradyota dynasty of about B. C. 2000. 

He could see no other way then of reducing the 
antiquity of the history of Bharat. He Writes:- 

“On the whole we may safely close the most 
authentic system of Hindu chronology, that I 
have been able to procure, with the death of 

Chandrabija. Should any further information be 
attainable, we shall, perhaps, in due time attain 
it either from books or inscriptions in the San¬ 
skrit language, but from the materials with which 
we are at present supplied, we may establish as 
indubitable the two following propositions; that 
the first ages of the Hindus are chiefly mytho¬ 

logical, whether their mythology was founded 
on the dark enigmas of their Astronomers, or on 
the heroic fictions of their poets and that the 
fourth, or historical age cannot be carreid further 
back that about two thousand years before 
Christ; “(Vide, Jones works, Vol. IV, pp. 42 to 
46; 1 and 2 and p, 47, 52). 



106 THE AGE OF THE MAHABHARATA WAR 

Subsequently, after consultations with the 
then Governor General of India Warren Hast¬ 
ings, he gradually veered round to the view that 
it was not plausible t;o reject i.he entire Barhadra- 
dha dynasty of Magadha. and it was more plausi¬ 
ble to identify wrongly the contemporary in 
Magadha, of Alexander the Great as Maurva 

Chandragupta instead of Gupta Chandragupta, 
who they knew wes the real contemporary of 

Alexander and thus reduce the Chronology of 
the history of Magadha by 1200 years. Ever 
since, he and other Orientalists of his school of 
thought, had been suggesting it in their essays 

contributed to the Asiatic Researches and other 
journals. After such shy hut persistent prop: ganda 
in the journals for nearly eighty years, by Jones 
and his followers, it was Max - Muller who rook 
it up and gave a definite shape and the stamp 
of his authority to the theory. 

PROF. MAX — MULLER 

Prof. Max - Muller had support d the theory 
of the Central Asian Origin of i.he Aryans ard the 
theory that they had migrated from Geniral Asia 
and invaded India. Lateron, after attempting a 
translation of the Rig-Veda, into his own langu¬ 
age, and thus gaining first-hand knowledge, to 
some extent, of the literature of Bharat, he 
renounced his Central Asian theory and came 
round to the view that the Aryans were the 
native inhabitants of the region round the 
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Ganges, the Europeans were all descended from 
them, and it was the birth place of the entire 
human race. 

“What have we inharited from the dark 
dwellers on the Indus and the Ganges ? Their 
historical records extend in some respects, so 
far beyond all other records and have been 
preserved to us in such perfect and such legible 
documents, than we can learn from them lessons 
■which we can learn nowhere else.” 

“What then is it that gives to Sanskrit its 
claim on our attention and its supreme impor¬ 
tance in the eyes of the historians ? First of all 
its antiquity for we know Sanskrit at an earlier 
period than the Greek. But what is far more 
important than its mere chronological antiquity 
in the antiqnie state of preservation, in which 
that Aryan language has been handed down 
to us.” 

Again he says “As Sankvit stepped into 
the midst of these languages (Viz. Greek, Latin, 
Gothic Anglo-saxon, Celtic, Slavonic etc.,) there 
came light and worm,h and mutual recognition. 
They all ceased to be strangers and each fell of 
its own accord into its right place. Sanskrit wan 
the eldest sister of them all and could tell of 
many things which the other members of the 
family had quite forgotten.” 

“All I wish to i mpress on you by way of 
introduction that, the result of science of language, 
which without the aid of Sanskrit, would never 
have been obtained, from the essential elements 
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of we call a liberal, that is, a historical educa* 
tion— an education which will enable a man to 
do what the French cal.] S, Fri niter, that is, 
‘to find his East’, ‘his true Easf, and thus to 
determine his real place in the world”. 

“We all come from the East—all that we 

value most has come to us from the East” (Max- 

Mull er’s, “India What can it teach us” pp. 21 to 
32 Ed. 1883). 

“To fathom ancient India, all knowledge 
acquired in Europe avails nought, the study must 
recommence as the infant learns to read, and the 
harvest is too distant for lukewarm energies”. 

“Then you will have been initiated, and 
India, will apper to you the mother of human 

race—the cradle of all our traditions. The Hindu 

emigration rendered the same service to Egypt, 

to Persia, Judia, Greece and Rome is What 

I suppose to demonstrate.” (Ibid. p. 17) 

Max - Muller has professed great respect 
for the culture and wisdom of Bharat. He is well- 
known1 as an admirer and friend of Bharat. Such 
a respectable Scholar was induced by presure 
brought to bear on him by the Orientalists, to 
exprses it as his opinion in A. D., 1859 that 
Chandragnpta of the Maurya dynasty was the 
contemporary in India of Alexander [,■the Great, 
and thus to fix the foundations for their false 
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history of ancient Bharat. Till then the European 
Orientalists were basins: their historical writings 
and chronological determinations relating to the 
history of ancient Bharat on the contemporaneity 
of Alexander and Ohandragupta Maurya as sugges. 
-ted in the articles in the journals but thereafter 
they were openly assuming the suggested theory 
as a proved fact on the strength of the declara¬ 
tion by Max-Muller in his history of Sanskrit 
Literature. But Max - Muller has expressed his 
opinion, carefully without keeping back the 
circumastances and motives with which he was obli¬ 
ged to make the declaration, so that it is possible 
for Indian historians, if only they care, to detect 
the mischief and remedy it even from, the wording 
of his own declaration. He says “The history of 
India can he connected with that of Greece and 
its chronology be reduced to its proper limits,.*’• 
(Vide History of Ancient Sanskrit Literature by 
Prof. Max - Muller 1859 Ed a., Pages 3-8 and 
Allahabad Edn. pp. 141-1431. Perhaps Max - Muller 
hoped that Indian historical scholars would in course 
°f time discover, the motive of the identification 
rectify the deliberation reduction of the antiquity 
of their ancient history and hinted at it indirectly* 
But our historical scholars have not taken the 
hint so far. 

MR. M. TROYER 

He had translated the text of Kalb ana’s 
Rajataranglni into English. He published his 
objection to the declaration by Max - Muller 

28) 
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supporting the theory of the contemporaneity of 
Alexander and 'Maurya. Chandragupta. He declared 
that the eon temporary of Alexander was not 
Chandragupta of the M entry a dynasty hut only 

Chandragupta of the Gupta elynasty of Magadha 
and sent his opinion in writing to prof. Max- 
Muller. Ofhermen of integrity among the Euro¬ 
pean Orientalists, had also written to prof. 

Max-Muller pointing out his error. But since he 
had knowingly through pressure brought to hear 
on him, expressed his erroneous opinion. So he 
did not withdraw his opinion, but unablo to 
advance any proof or authority in support of his 
view, wrote "Although other scholars and parti¬ 
cularly Mr. Troyer in his edition of the Ra;ja- 
tarangini, have raised objections, wo shall, see 
that the evidence in favour of identity of 01 um- 
dragupta and Sandrocyptus is such as to admit 
of no reasonable doubt (vVido History of Ancient 
Sanskrit Literature pp, 3-8 of 1859 Edn. p4, 243 
of Allahabad Edn.,). 

Stamped with the authority of the groat 
scholar, Max - Muller, this false theory has been 
working havoc with the history of ancient 
Bharat. It has been responsible for casting 
doubts on every historical event in the history 
of Bharat. Since it is contrary to the entire 

literature of Bharat it has corrupted the entire 
history of ancient Bharat. The difference bet¬ 
ween the time of Maurya Chandragupta 1534 B. C. 

and Gupta Chndragupta B. C. 327 is nearly 
1207 years. Tho time of the Mahabarata war of 
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B. C. 3138 is pushed forward thereby to B. C. 
1931. With record to every important Chronolo¬ 
gical determination the difference oii voon the 
erroneous determination of the European Orienta¬ 
lists and the true determination according to the 
historical writings in indigenous literature of 
the country turns out to be just about 1200 years. 

Max - Muller was not able to show any 
authority or argument against the objections of 
Mr. Troyer and others of his way of thought. 
The authority of the writings of the Chinese 
traveller, discovered and manipulated later, was 
not available to him at that time, perhaps the 
note of repentence for the mischief with which 
he had corporated is evident in these words of 
the proffe'ssor “Ho nation has in this respect 
been more unjustly treated than the Indian. 
Not only have general conclusions been drawn 
from, the most scanty materials but the most 
questionable and spurious authorities have been 
employed without the least historical, investiga¬ 
tion. " (Quoted from Max - Muller’s writings by 
Mr. Krishnamachariar in his ‘History of Classical 
Sanskrit Literature,’ Introduction pp. LXXXIV 
and LXXXV). 
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TOPIC - XVII1. 

TRUE CHRONOLOGY OF ANCIENT 
HISTORY OF BHARAT 

There is an account, of the Chronology 
according to the Kali yoga Raja Vrittanta, a 
Parana in which all the information available in 
all the Pnranas has been collated and reconciled. 
For details refer to this author’s ’Ancient Hindu 
History Pt. I. ", 

1. The time of the Mahabharata War - 36 
years before Kali which commenced in B. C. 3102. 

1. The Barhadradha 

No. of kings 
reigned 

No. of year 
reigned 

dynasty . 
2. The Pradyota 

22 kings. 1006 years. 

dynasty *— .... 
3. The Sisunaga 

5 „ 138 »» 

dynasty . 
4. The Hand a 

10 „ 360 *» 

dynasty . 
5. The Maurya 

2 „ 100 »» 

dynasty . 
6. The Sunga 

n „ 316 

dynasty . 10 „ 300 #* 
7. Kanwa dynasty 
8. The Andhra 

4 »» 85 »» 

dynasty .. 32 „ 506 *» 

97 2811 years. 
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B. F. 97 2811 years 

From the Mahabharata 
War to the end of the 
Andhra dynasty till 
3138 — 2811 = 327 B. C,— 327 B. C. 

9. Andhra Bhritya or 
Gupta dynasty •••• 7 245 82 ,, 

10. Panwar dynasty. 
]STo. 8 of this dynasty 
is Emperor Vikrama 
who founded the 
Vikrama Era — 
his dynasty. •••* 24 1275 1193 A. D. 

128 4331 1193 A. D- 

In the year 1193 A. D. all the four princes 
of the four Agni Dynasties, fighting on the side 
of Prithwiraj against Md. Ghori, king of Delhi 
who was one of them, and a prince of the Tomara 
dynasty, died on the battle field a death always 
coveted by heroes in this land of Bharat. They 
died an honourable death fighting in defence of 
the independence of their country. 

2. From The time of the Mahabharata War 
of B. C. 3138 down to end of the Andhra Dynasty 
of Magadha 327 B. C. . 2811 years 
Kings of the Gupta dynasty —* 245 years 
Kings of the Panwar dynasty —• 1275 years 

Total 4331 years 

29) 
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For a i.oi.ol period of 4331 years Hindu Icings 
liad reigned os Emperors over the whole of Bharat 

from Mahahliorata War . 3138 B. C. 
Battle of Thancswar 1193 A. D. 

To sol 4331 years. 

3. The reckoning in the .'Tiranas based on the 
movement of tho Constellation of the Seven Sages 

From the time of the Mnhabharata 
War when the Seven Sages 
were in Magha to the time 
of Mahapadma Nanda •••• 1304 years. 

Mahapadma Nanda to the 
time of the And liras- when 
they pass into the 24th 
star after Magha. 

The period of the rule of 
the Andhra Dynasty 506 

To the end of the Andhra 
dynasty or the beginning _ 
of the Gnpta dynasty. 2811 „ 

4. From tho time of the 
Mahabharaia War by the 
time of the end of the 
reign of the 24th king 
of the Andhra dynasty 
the Soven Sages complete 
a full cycle of 27 stars 
and roach Magha again. •— 2705 years 
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B. F. 

'The period of the rule of 
the remaining kings of 
the Andhra dynasty from 
the 25-th king . 

From the Mahabharaia 
War to the end of the 

Andhra dynasty 

Then the period of the 
reigns of the Guptas 

Pan war Dynasty or 
B rah ma Kahatra 
Dynasty 

2705 years 

106 *, 

2811 years 

245 0* 

1275 „ 

4331 years- 

The total period of the rule of 128 Hindu 
kings from the time of the Mahabharata War 
is 4331 years. Average length of the reign of 
each king is 34 years. 

The Mahabharata, the Puranas, the 
Astronomical treatises of the country, the Native 
Calendars tradition and indigenous historical 
writings like the histories of Magadha, Kashmir 
and Nepal the entire ancient literature of Bharat, 
unanimously declare the time of the Mahabharata 
War to be 36 years before Kali or 3138 B. C. 

From the year of the Mahabharata 
War or the year 1 of the Yudhishtira 
Era, the period of the rule of the 
Hindu kings. 4331 years 



THE AGE OF THE MAHA8HARATA WAR 

B. F. . 4331 years 

The later period during which the 
Muhammadan, the Maharashtras 
and Siks and the English ruled 
over the country ie. from A. D. 
1193 — 1947 when India attained 
Independence. 753 „ 

Since the attainment of Indepen¬ 
dence on 15 th August 1947 up to 
1959 A. D. . 12 ,, 

509G years 

5096 Yudhishtira Era=50G0 Kali Era=1959A.D. 
SO, THE TIME OF THE MAHABHARATA 
WAR IS KALI 5096 - 1959 A. I). = 3138 B. 0. 
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CONCLUSION 

From what; has been stated in *“ 
Puranas, Atronomical books, Inscriptions, history of 
Magadha as detailed in Puranas now styled as 
Indian History, Kashmir and Nepal histories, 
movement of Saptarshimandala, the periods over 
which different dynasties of kings ruled as described 
in Puranas, history of Vikramaditya and Ancient 
Hindu History, it • has been proved that the Maha- 
bharata War was 3138 B. C. This has also been 
confirmed by the evidence obtained from inscrip¬ 
tions. Amongst these inscriptions, the Aihole 
inscription put up by Pualakesin the second in 
634 A. D., has been universally accepted as Gospel 
truth by all historians. This inscription clearly 
points out without any ambiguity that the Bharata 
War was is 3138 B. G. It is therefore confirmed 
beyond doubt by all the above mentioned proofs 
that the Mahabharata War was is 3138 B. C. 

I Therfore, appeal to our Indian historians 
to study the texts of our indigenous historical 
writings in the originals, ascertain truth, reject 
the false and fantastic histories of Ancient Bharat 
concocted by the European Orientalists and attempt 
a reconstruction of the true history of Ancient 
Bharat. 

J A I BHARAT 
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